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in achieving the goals missed by his predecessors. However, he too clashed 
in his turn with the Bagratids, and with him the Djahhafids disappeared once 
and for all from the scene. 

The younger Djahhaf came at a time when ASot (the son and successor 
of Smbat sparapet who had been captured by Bugha) had gradually restored, 
with his brother Abas, the shaken position of the Bagratids in the political life 
of Armenia. In speaking of these events, Asotik says that Sahap (i.e, Djabhaf) 
son of Sewaday had «come ... to this land of Armenia» in E.A. 312 (= A.D. 
863) (146). That is to say, after ASot had been designated as Prince of Princes 
of Armenia, Are we to conclude from Asotik’s words that Djahhaf had come to 
Armenia from outside? It is probable that after their defeat the remaining 
Djabhafids had found refuge in some neighbouring land such as Azerbaidjan or 
Ajjnik". Djahhaf came with a large army, «an overwhelming host», which 
could have been given to him only by a mighty prince. The very fact that 
Abas sparapet was forced to attack Djahhaf’s host with an army of forty 
thousand men in order to defeat it bears, witness to its might. Djahhaf 
advanced as far as the province of Arsarunik" where Abas annihilated his 
entire army and perpetrated such a slaughter that Djahhaf was forced to 
fiee with barely twenty-six men, «...and Sahap remained with 26 men and 
he left and fled shamefully» (147). At approximately this same time 
(A.D. 865), we have the mention of a Djahhaf b. Sawada as the commander 
of the Arab forces at Melitene (148). It is, therefore, probable that he went 
to seek his fortune there. 

Thus, the Djahhafids vanished forever, having failed to create a last- 
ing principality in the course of their half-century of effort.. Nevertheless 
they served as a precedent for the establishment of new Arab emirates, 
and particularly for the appearance of their kinsmen the Kaysites on the 
political scene. 


7. The Assimilation of the Arab Emirates into the Ranks of the Armenian 
Naxarars 


At the time of their emergence from the Arabic peninsula, the military 
aristocracy of the Arab tribes (tribal chiefs, etc.) settled in a land whose 
economic conditions and social structure differed radically from their own. 
In the Arabian desert (149), the warlike tribes had had a definite territory 
for their activities, in which they wandered caring only for their flocks, It is 
obvious that under such conditions, agriculture and crafts could not emerge 
from a primitive level, either there or especially in Yemen and a few other 
regions. 

In Arab society, the tribe was the all-important unit. It was the funda- 
mental nucleus around which developed both political and social life, 
Family blood ties played a definite part in Arab life, since the tribe required 
a fanatical allegiance from its members. The tribe was subject to its chief, 
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who was characterized by strikingly patriarchal traits, and who was chosen 
from one of the families holding a dominant position in the given tribe. 

This situation altered radically when the Arab tribes under the banner 
of Islam sallied forth in massive groups from the arid desert toward the fertile 
valleys of Mesopotamia and Egypt, or even, moving still further afield, to 
the Valley of the Indus in the East or to Spain in the West. For nearly a 
century after the beginning of the invasions, the Arab tribes concerned them- 
selves exclusively with warlike activities (150). Consequently, they showed 
no great tendencies toward settlement and the acquisition of land in the 
countries which they had taken. In the period of the first four Caliphs who 
had succeeded the prophet, and even to some degree in that of the Umayyads, 
the Arabs were satisfied with the tribute of the conquered territories, which 
they collected by means of the lands and poll taxes levied on Christians 
(though generally not on Muslims). The conquests reached their peak in 
the reigns ‘of the Umayyad Caliphs, “Abd al-Malik and his son al-Walid 
(arm. Vit"), A.D. 685-715, when the Arabs acquired Central Asia, the Valley 
of the Indus and Spain. By the second quarter of the eighth century, the 
conquests had come to an end, and the Arab military chiefs and generals, 
who had already attained high positions in other countries, had not yet laid 
down their weapons only in frontier districts, such as the provinces bordering 
on the Byzantine Empire. 

Various Arab tribes settled in the provinces of the Caliphate. The 
Yemenites were established in southern Syria, whereas the Kays-“Aylan 
from the northern group (part of which subsequently crossed into Armenia) 
were settled in the mid-Euphratine district of the Djazira. As long as the 
wais of conquest continued, the military spirit of the Arab tribes remained 
high, but by the time of the last Umayyads, and especially in the second 
quarter of the eighth century, the tendency to settle permanently in the con- 
quered Jands and the urge to acquire domains in them gradually developed. 

During the period of conquest, the Caliphs strove by every. means at 
their disposal to prevent the acquisition of domains by the Arabs outside 
of the Arab peninsula. The Caliph “Umar (A.D. 634-644) even forbade 
this by decree, since he was persuaded that the acquisition of landholds by 
the Arabs would weaken their martial spirit and make them subject to local 
customs (151). Nevertheless, the natural course of development could not 
be halted, so that the last period of the conquering era became simultaneously 
the beginning of a new era in which the upper stratum of the Arab tribes 
began to grow closer to the local aristocracies. This phenomenon is mostly 
characteristic of the “Abbasid period, and it marks a radical cleavage which 
had developed in the Arab social structure. The lands in which the Arab 
tribes had settled had already entered into the phase of feudal development 
for some centuries, consequently the Arabs of necessity not only influenced, 
but, to a greater degree, were themselves influenced by the institutions of 
the conquered lands. The period of Arab military feudalism was inaugu- 
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rated, and took different forms in different regions. Thus, for instance, 
the contemporary Arab military aristocracy holds much of the lands in its 
hands in Arab countries and constitutes the landlord class in these countries; 
whereas in other countries, such as Iran, the local aristocracy did not surren- 
der its position to the conquerors. The Persian aristocracy accepted Islam, 
and for a time Arabic even became the literary language of Persia, but the 
Arab emirs were never able to acquire great tracts of land in Iran or to drive 
out the Persian land holders. 

As we have already said, the Caliphs did not condone the acquisition 
of landed estates by the Arab military contingents during the formative 
period of the Caliphate. The governors of provinces were changed so rapidly 
that each one remained in office barely a few years. Moreover they were 
appointed from different families so that the members of a family should 
not develop claims over lands which they had ruled in hereditary succession. 
In Egypt between A.D, 640 and 869, that is to say for a period of more than 
two centuries, over one hundred governors succeeded one another (152), 
while twenty governors ruled in Spain (al-Andalus) during the Umayyad 
period (711-756) (153). In Armenia twenty-three ostikans, generally without 
family ties, were alternated during the nearly half-century of Umayyad 
rule (154). 

In the ‘Abbasid period this policy changed to some extent. The former 
tribal chiefs and military leaders were already tied to the lands over which 
they had been ruling in hereditary fashion. Even the office of ostikan occa- 
sionally became hereditary as in the case of the Shaybani and Sulami emirs 
of Arminiya who furnished large numbers of ostikans. Nevertheless, the 
policy of rotating ostikans at a rapid rate was also reinforced. In the one 
hundred and thirty years of “Abbasid rule, the ostikan was changed in Armi- 
niya approximately eighty-five times as a method of preventing the deve- 
lopment of centrifugal tendencies. 

The Arab tribes settled in certain districts of Armenia in the “Abbasid 
period found themselves in a different milieu from the one found by those 
settled in Mesopotamia or Syria. In Armenia they constituted a numerical 
minority even though they enjoyed the protection of the rulers of the land. 
Consequently it was obviously impossible for them to become the masters 
of the country in a brief span of time as had been the case in Mesopotamia 
and Syria. 

The Shaybani easily dominated Atjnik' because of the easy conquest 
of Syria and Mesopotamia, since Ajnik* in this period formed a part of Upper 
Mesopotamia. They still felt no great need to amalgamate themselves into 
the milieu of the Armenian nayarars, even though the ostikanate of Armi- 
niya was one of the essential areas for their designs and activities. 

Such was not the case, however, for the Djahhafid and Zurarid houses. 
Djahhaf and his descendants displayed the greatest flexibility and resorted 
to every means to obtain results in Armenia. Where the Shaybani and 
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other houses had become assimilated through their inclusion into the ranks 
of the feudal nobility and become hereditary feudatories themselves, the 
Djahhafids even strove to link themselves with the Armenian nayarars through 
family ties in order to profit from their hereditary rights. It was through 
a marriage that Djahhaf the Elder had sought to obtain rights over the Mami- 
konean house. This marriage with the daughter of the ruined Mamikoneans 
made it possible for him to become the hereditary claimant of Tar6n, 
Tayk*, and other domains. Seeing the weakness of this position, however, 
his nephew Sawada married not the daughter of a decaying house, but 
Princess Aruseak from the rapidly rising Bagratids, and he maintained good 
relations with the Armenian nayarars. It is obvious that family ties pre- 
suppose the acceptance of Armenian nayarar customs as an indispensable 
step for the success of the Djahhafid plans. Having emerged from their 
tribal background, the Djahhdafids thus fell into a purely Armenian nayarar 
milieu, Consequently, the local influence exerted over them must have 
been very powerful. | 

Masa b. Zurara lord of Arzn and BateS displayed similar tendencies 
toward rapprochement and assimilation. He was married to the sister of 
the mightiest Bagratid prince, Bagarat of Tar6n, whose possessions bordered 
on his own domains. As the brother-in-law of such a powerful ruler he 
could feel secure from any claims, even those of the Arcrunis (although they 
subsequently attacked the lands of his last descendants south of Lake Van, 
under the leadership of Gagik Arcruni, at the beginning of the tenth cen- 
tury). This relationship did not, however, prevent Misa from fighting 
against his brother-in-law, so that the intercession of his wife was needed 
after his defeat to save the city of Bale3 from the vengeance of the Armenians. 
Misa’s son Abu’l-Maghra, who was Armenian on his mother’s side, subse- 
quently mairied an Arcruni princess, and was so thoroughly «Armenized» 
that he even secretly adopted Christianity. As a son-in-law of the Arcrunis, 
Abu’l-Maghra had almost become one of them, and when the great Arcruni 
princes went into battle, the forces of the lord of Arzn accompanied them (155a). 
This rapprochement of the Zuratids with the Armenian mayarars was not 
the result of their designs (as had been the case with the Djahhafids), but 
was obviously a means of self-protection from their immediate neighbours 
the Shaybani who presented such a threat, that the Zurarids naturally sought 
the protection of the Armenian nayarar houses. As we shall see, it was 
in fact the Shaybani who destroyed the power of the Zurarids by extending 
their dominion over the latter’s possessions. 

It should be emphasized that this tendency toward assimilation found 
among the Arab emirs is exclusively a phenomenon of the late eighth and 
ninth centuries. In a later period, as we shall see, the Kaysites of Manazkert 
manifested no such tendencies, and this change is to be explained by the con- 
temporary conditions. As contemporaries of the Bagratid kingdom, the 
Kaysites obviously could not achieve the same assimilation as the Djahha- 
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fids. They lived as isolated as possible from the Armenian naxarar world 
and were connected for the most part with the Shaybani of Atjnik® and the 
Hamdanids. It is true that the Kaysites as well as “Uthmanids of Berkri 
had certain relations with the Armenian nayarars, especially with the Arcrunis 
and the Bagratids (both of Ani and of Tardn), but they never achieved the 
close connexions which had been enjoyed by the Djahh@fids and others. 
The tendency to merge with the Armenian nmayarars was to reappear still 
more powerfully at a later date, at the time of the infiltration of the Kurdish 
elements, of whom we shall speak in their place. 

The clearest proof of the fusion into the ranks of local feudatories is 
provided by the separatist tendencies manifested by the Arab colonists of 
the first half of the ninth century. The Arab contingents settled in Armenia 
proved a two edged sword for the Caliphate. They provided faithful support 
for the subordination of the local elements (Armenians, Iberians, Atbanians), 
and furnished a particularly trustworthy source of protection against Greek 
and Khazar attacks. But, once the Arab military leaders had become land 
owners, they began to seek every opportunity of breaking their ties with the 
Caliphate and of becoming independent rulers (arab. mutaghalliba — from 
the verb taghballa, «conquer, dominate, triumph over») (157). The center 
of this dissident movement was Derbent, which had been inhabited by Arabs 
as early as the Umayyad period, even though the Caliphs had used all available 
means of keeping the Arab warriors of the region satisfied, because of its 
strategic importance for the Khazar war (158). 

The revolt of the Persian Aba Muslim al-Shari began in Arminiya in 
the 790’s, during the reign of the initiator of Arab colonization, Hiariin 
al-Rashid (159), This revolt flared up after the murder of the tax collector 
Abn’! Sabba, which had occurred at Partaw and alarmed the Arab adminis- 
trators. As we have seen, al-Shari even went so far as to besiege Dwin for 
a few months. The ostikan, Khalid b, Yazid b, Usayd al-Sulami and his 
general “Abd al-Malik al-Harashi were defeated by al-Shari, as was Khilid’s 
successor. At the same time Muhalhil al-Tamini revolted in Azerbaidjan. 
Hariin al-Rashid consequently sent Yazid b. Mazyad al-Shaybani with an 
army of ten thousand men against al-Sbari, while he sent Yahya al-Harashi 
with twelve thousand men against the rebels in Azerbaidjan. After paci- 
fying Azerbaidjan, Yahya came to join Yazid. Al-Shari died at that time 
and his successor Sakan b. Misa al-Baylakani was taken prisoner and sent 
to Baghdad. 

Although the revolt of Babak was essentially a revolt of local Iranian 
elements against the oppression of the Caliphate and against Islam, in Armi- 
niya, it also served to consolidate the position of the Armenian and Afbanian 
nazarars and to encourage the Arab mutaghalliba. We even find an occasion 
when the Arab governor joined with the rebels. Thus, when the newly 
arrived governor of Arminiya and Azerbaidjan, Hatim b. Harthama b. A‘yan, 
heard the news of his father’s murder, he immediately entered into contact 
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with Babak and the Armenian nayarars to prepare a revolt, but soon died 
himself (160). 

As we have already seen, the revolt of Djahhaf and his successors —_ 
in Armenia, while the movement of Muhammad b. ‘Attabi took place in 
Iberia (161). The Arab governor, “Abd-Allah b. Ahmad al-Sulami, having 
proved helpless against the rebel, the Caliph al-Ma’min sent Khalid b. Yazid 
b, Mazyad al-Shaybani, who reduced Muhammad b. “Attabi to‘ obedience. 
Some time later, Ishak b. 1sma‘il, who was the local administrator in Djur- 
zin [Iberia] representing the governor of Arminiya, made himself master 
of the situation in Tiflis [Tp‘tis]. Muhammad b. Khalid al-Shaybiani the 
son of the abovementioned Khalid, fought against “him, although without 
success, and Bugha had Ishak b. pb. Ismail put to death at the time of his famous 
expedition (162). It is interesting to note that during all of these rebellions 
the Shaybani emirs remained loyal to the “Abbasid Caliphs. As the holders 
of high offices in Arminiya, Azerbaidjan, and the Djazira, they even take 
on the aspect of oppressors. 

The revolts of the Arab rulers established in Armenia, Iberia, and 
Albania might seem to have profitted these countries insofar as they were 
rebellions directed against the Caliphate, but in fact they brought great damage 
to these countries and laid the foundation for new difficulties. The goal 
of the firmly established Arab rulers was merely to, sink deep roots into their 
own districts. Even after the decline of the Caliphate, they remained a long 
time, creating independent emirates, and preventing the consolidation and 
reinforcement of the Armenian, Iberian, and Atbanian kingdoms. 
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158, Al-Balidhuri, p. 207 [= Hitti tr., pp. 324-325). 

159. Ya*knbi, I, pp. 515-516. 

160. Ibid., p. 563. 

161. Ibid., p, 565, 

162, Al-Baladhuri, p, 212 [= Hitti tr., p. 332]. 
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1. J. Laurent, L’Arménie, pp. 322-326. 

2. Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De administrando, I, p. 198/9. 

3. Canard, «H’amdanides», p. 82, 

4, Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De administrando, I, p. 198/9, 

5, Markwart, Siidarmenien, p.501. [Cf. Thomas Arcruni, p. 218 et passim [= Brosset 
tr., p. 175, ete]. 

6. Ibn Miskawayh, I], pp. 201-202 [= translation H. F. Amedroz and D.S. Mar- 
goliouth, The Eclipse of the Abbasid Caliphate (London, 1920-1921), V, p. 216]. Ibn 
al-Athir, VII, p. 180. 

7. Constantine Porphyrogenitus, De administrando, I, p. 204/5, 

8. Canard, Dynastie, p. 474. 

9. The Book of Letters (Tiflis, 1901), p. 498. [in arm.]. 

10. Thomas Arcruni, pp. 246 [cf. 215, in both cases the form given in the text is 
«Manazawean» var. «Manazonean» = Brosset tr., pp. 199, 172], 
11. The Book of Letters, pp. 498, 500, ¢++- Qmnopbujul bf upny* 


Upbtupinbp bbpwinw wvhpwjhG Uyywpyw), ap wppuph. qurwqui 
upndinipbmi fb dbnpi Shun Shumuh --- Pmfigh bi wjG hqunp 
mjp +++ op quGpdhw) qiwibu fingm pujnwanwhulwh ownmnlbmg --- 
Pppuwnn jbphp urioip juphw;, wey vhiy gm gqthq Kpbunnu 
winimibu, uuypabwibl qfbq b. pug, bu yn qyip 1, wonrp 
ybinmimghp: bu ghwbl pk fphumau  hghu,» 

[= translation, F. C. Conybeare, The Key of Truth (Oxford, 1898), Appendix I, pp. 126, 128]. 
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ABSTRACT 


THE TURCO-MONGOL INVASIONS AND THE LORDS OF 
ARMENIA IN THE 13-14TH CENTURIES 


ROBERT GREGORY BEDROSIAN 


The 13-14th centuries was a period of great 
turbulence in the history of the Armenian people. Over 
roughly 170 years (from ca, 1220 to ca, 1403) Armenia 
was subjected to no less than 15 invasions of Turco-- 
Nongol peoples. The Armenian societies conquered and 
controlled by the various nomadic invaders from Central 
Asia had already experienced conquest and domination by 
nomadic and sedentarizing Turkic peoples two centuries 
earlier, The experience of invasion by nomads from 
Central Asia consequently, was not new to the Armenian 
historical experience, But there were differences among 
the invading groups, and differences within any one 


invading group. 


Just as there were differences among and even within 
the different invading groups, so the sedentary Armenian 
societies which came to be dominated were of different 
sorts. Subject to different political entities, the 
various districts of "Armenia" in the 13-14th centuries 


were (and had been, historically) subjected to different 


ethnic, economic, and cultural stimuli. The Armenian 

or part-Armenian populations of these states subscribed 

to a variety of religions ranging from Apostolic, Orthodox, 
and Roman Catholic Christianity, to Islam. Even north- 
eastern Armenian society (for which the historical record 

is the most complete) on the eve of the Turco-3ongol 
invasions was far from being a homogeneous ethnic, cultural 
or religious entity. Even where Armenians were in political 
control of Armenian-inhabited territories, a geographically-- 


derived centrifugalism made the lords (naxarars) of the 


various districts disinclined to unite. In the 13-14th 
centuries, therefore, Armenia experienced the effects of 
a double centrifugation: of Turco-‘iongol societies in 


dissolution, and of native Armenian naxarar society, which 


was itself characterized by centrifugation. 


This study has two principal aims. A review of the 
salient political and military events associated with the 
Turco-"longol invasions of Armenia is one aim. Who were 
the invaders, and in what ways were they alike and 
dissinilar? The second aim of the study is an exanination 
of the impact(s) of the invasions and domination(s) of 
the 13-14th centuries on Armenia's lordly naxarar rulers. 
While many aspects of both areas of investigation (i.e., 
regarding the invasions and dominations and their impacts) 
have already been examined by scholars, to the present 
no single study has focussed on the invasions of Armenia 


as phenomena, Similarly, while diverse aspects of Armenia's 


ii 


socio-economic and political history in the 13-14th 
centuries have been examined by othera, no single study 
of the lordly heads of that society has as yet been 
undertaken. The present work, therefore, attempts to 
fill a void existing in Armenian scholarship. It is 
hoped that this study will likewise serve as an intro- 
duction to 13-14th century Armenian history for Western 


scholars, to whom Armenia in this period has remained 


terra incognita. 
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INTRODUCTION 


The history of Greater Armenia in the 13-14th 
centuries is not well known to Western scholars, To 
Armenists, however, with the possible exception of 
Armenia's "golden age" (Sth century A.D.), no period 
has received as much attention as the 13-14th centuries, 
The nature and diversity of the primary sources as well 
as the uses to which they have been put provide explan- 
ations for both opposing tendencies, Western scholars 
have been most interested in the Armenian sources for 
what they tell about the Mongols. Such interest explains 
the translated anthologies of relevant sections of the 


Armenian sources 


which focus on the Mongols in Armenia 
or the ‘longols in the Armenian sources, but not on 
Armenia or the Armenians per se. Despite the existence 
of such anthologies and of full translations of the 


Armenian sources (in some cases for over 100 years), 


1 
For example, K. Patkanov's two-volume Russian Plaid 
waren appeared in St. Petersburg in ae setochnixan Cite : 
storiia FoBsO LN po armianskim istochnikanm istor of 
the mongols According to the Armenian Source. gourcealwhich includes 
extracts from Vardan, Orbelean, smbat Sparapet, and 
g.sgueclakn (Arsenien i: AG, Galstyan's Aruisnekie etochniks 
mongolakh rmenian Sources on the Mongoiss oscow 
Poesy and the translations into English of various : 
passages from Kirakos Ganjakec‘i dealing with the Mongols 


made by J.A, Boyle, Bibliographical indications, when 
not provided in the text will be found in the Bibliography. 


these sources remain under-utilized in some modern 


studies of the Mongols*. 


In recent times, works devoted to the history of 
Asia Minor in the 11-15th centuries have made use of 
some 13-l14th century Armenian sources in translation. 


C, Cahen's Pre-Ottoman Turkey (New York, 1968) cites 


several Armenian sources, "those from Cilicia and those 
from Azarbaijan" (sic)*, His study concentrates on the 
history of the Turks of western and central Asia Minor. 
When speaking about the Armenians of eastern Asia Minor, 
however, Cahen sometimes makes egregious errors’. 

S. Vryonis' Decline of itedieval Hellenism jin Asia Minor 
and the Process of Islamization from the Eleventh through 
the Fifteenth Century (Los Angeles, 1971) utilizes 


translated Armenian sources more fully than Cahen's work, 


but as Cahen, Vryonis is not primarily interested in 
the Armenians of eastern Asia Minor. His work focusses 
on the Greek element in western and central Asia “inor, 


mentioning the Armenians only occasionally and peripherally. 


1 
Most surprisingly in B, Spuler's History of the Mongols 
Based on Eastern and desterE Accounts of the Thirteenth 


and Fourteent Centuries erkeley, 1972) which does 
not include a single Armenian or Georgian source, Jd, A. Boyle's 
_gcholarly studies are a welcome exception, 


PI p. 438. 


3 
PT pp. 204, 326 


If the history of 13-14th century Armenia is not 
well known in the West, the opposite situation prevails 
among Armenists. Far from being under-studied, the 
13-14th centuries have attracted considerable interest, 
The abundance of source material explains this in part. 
Armenists have been interested primarily in various 
aspecta of the socio-economic and political life of 
Armenia during a period when the Mongols figured as 
conquerors and overlords, but not as creators of that 
distinctive culture, The first Armenist to deal with 
the 15-14th centuries was the iixit‘arist father M. Gamgean, 


in the third volume of his History of Armenia (Venice, 


1786). Gamgean's account, in addition to being clerical 

and patriotic is also episodic, When faced with insufficient 
sources for late 13th century Greater Armenia (no published 
corpora of colophons or inscriptions existed in hie day) 
Vangean moved his focus to Cilician Armenia, The history 


of Greater Armenia in the 14th century is entirely omitted, 


Scholarly activity on the period of interest done 
during the 19th century may be divided into two main 
categories, First, the 19th century saw the beginning 
of the publication of the classical Armenian texts and 
their translations into European languages, especially 
into Ruesian and French. In the absence of critical 


editions--which have begun to appear only recently-- the 


19th century publications are still the ones utilized 
today, The scholarly notes of the editors and translators 
of these texts constituted a step forward in the study 

of the 13-14th centuries. The second category of 

activity began in the mid-19th century and built into an 
ever stronger wave of publications devoted to diverse 
aspects of the period, Such were the numerous historico-- 
geographical studies of authors including S. Jalaleanc’, 
E, Lalayean, M. Barxudareanc‘ and & AliSan, In the 

early 20th century these scholars were joined by many 
others who turned their attention to the history of one 
particular feudal family, one city, or monastic complex, 
Among these were I.A. Orbeli, G. Yovsep‘ean, A. Sahnazarean, 
and &. Movsesean. The general lines of such research 
were continued and amplified in the 1920-1950's by many 
scholars working in Europe and in the newly-created 


Soviet republic of Armenia’, 


1 

Foremost among the European Armenists were fathers 
Nerses Akinean and H. Oskean. Among the numerous Soviet 
scholars deserving attention belong N. Marr, H. Manandyan, 
i, Abedyan, t’. Avdalbekyan, X,. Samuelyan, S, Eremyan, 
ZL. Melik‘set‘-bek, K, bafadaryan, A. Hovannisyan, 
H. Zamkogyan, L. Xagikyan, A. Galetyan, and P, Muradyan, 
For their contributions see below chapter one (Sources) 
under Kirakos Ganjakec’‘ i, Vardan Arewelc‘ i Step ‘annos 
Orbelean, Grigor Aknerc'‘ i, T‘ovma Mecop‘ec i, Chronographies 
and Hagiographical Literature, Colophons, and Inscriptions, 
See Bibliography for full listing. 


In recent times a number of Armenian studies 
dealing with the 13-14th centuries have appeared, 
These are H, Manandyan'a Critical Survey of the History 


of the Armenian People, vol. 3 (Erevan, 1952), 
L.H. Babayan's Socio-Economic and Political History of 
Armenia in the XIII-XIV Centuries [SEPHA],(Erevan, 1964; 


Moscow, 1969), and the same author's chapters in vol. 3 

of the series History of the Armenian People [HAP], 

(Erevan, 1976) wherein Babayan revized some of the views 
expressed in his earlier studies, Manandyan'’s and 

Babayan's works concern the socio-economic and political 
history of Armenia during the 11-14th centuries (Manandyan), 
13-14th centuries (Babayan, SEPHA), and the mid-9th--mid-14th 


centuries (Babayan, HAP) i.¢e., these studies embrace the 
Turco-iongol invasione but do not feature them as the 
central or sole objects of study. Not only is the focus 
never on the invasions themselves as phenomena, but there 
is even some disagreement on periodizing the invasions. 
Manandyan, both in the chronological limits given to his 
work and in a chapter in his Trade and Cities of Armenia 


in Connection with Ancient World Trade (Lisbon, 1965) 


showed an awareness that Turco-Tatar included the llth 
century Saljuqs as well as 13-14th century Mongols, but 

he nowhere compared and contrasted the invasions. Babayan's 
work on Armenia in the 13-14th centuries does not treat 

the Saljuq invasions, nor are the Saljuqs mentioned in his 


article, “Consequences of the Dominance of the Nomadic Feudal 


Economic System on the Economic Life of Sedentary Peoples", 
Furthermore, vol. 3 of the History of the Armenian People | 
("Armenia in the Period of Developed Feudalism") does 

not accept the invasions of Timur in the early 15th century 
as a terminus, since the volume ends in the mid-14th century. 
Thus, between Manandyan and Babayan there is no study of 

the 11-14th century Turco-iiongol invasions as invasions, 


or even agreement on periodizing the invasions. 


The present study has two principal aims. First, 
the political-nilitary history of the Turco-:fongol invasions 
from the llth century to the early yeara of the 15th 
century is provided. The invasions, their participants 
and their consequences are compared and contrasted, Such 
a review fills a gap both in Western and in Armenian 
scholarship. The writing of this part of the study was 
facilitated by the works of Cahen and Vryonis, Manandyan, 
Babayan, Yuzba%yan and many others--Western and Eastern 
acholars not well acquainted with each other's work, 
Because of the complexity of the period and the unfamiliarity 
of the material to the general reader, background information 
on Armenia in the pre-Saljuq period (especially the , 
political-ethnic conditions on Armenia's ellusive borders) 
is provided in the notes to chapter two ("Armenia and the 
Turco-liongol Invasions"). The notes for much of the second 
part of the chapter contain, in addition to documentation, 


extensive translations from the relevant Armenian sources 


themselves. In this case, as in chapter one, it was 
deemed advisable to place special emphasis on the Armenian 
sources, which are simultaneously the least known and 


the most important for this study*, 


The second aim of the study is to examine topically 
several aspects of the impact of the 13-14th century 
invasions on the Armenian lords of Greater Armenia, By 
way of introduction, chapter three begins with a discussion 


of who the lords (naxarars) were on the eve of the 13th 


century (during the so-called Zak‘arid revival), and where 
their lands were located. The remainder of the chapter 


examines three questions: (1) how did the naxarars react 


to the Turco-Nongol invasions/migrations of the 13th 
century; (2) how did the Mongols (both before and after 


Islamization) attempt to control the nexarars, and finally, 


(3) what were the reactions of the naxarars to Mongol 


policies, The writing of this part of the study was 
facilitated first by the studies of Adontz, Manandyan, and 
Toumanoff, devoted to Armenia's social structure in earlier 


times (5-9th centuries), The many studies of Afak‘elyan, 


1 

As a result, the information in chapter one on the 
Armenian sources serves as a preface to the translated 
portions of the sources appearing in chapters two and 
three which form an anthology of 13-14th century Armenian 
historical writings focussing on the Turco-hiongol invasions 
and domination(s) and the Armenian lords! reactions to them. 
It should be noted that while both Manandyan and Babayan 
conducted surveys of the Armenian sources, their reviews 
tend to be catalogues with little indication of a source's 
specific relevance, M, Abezyan's Eistory of Ancient Armeniay. 
Literature vol. 2 (Erevan, 1946) examined the literary(ana 
often historical) importance of the 13-14th century sources. Thus 


at 


ew = | wo 


Babayan, Manandyan and Mugetyan, devoted to the 13-14th 
centuries were also very useful for questions pertaining 
to economic history. It should be stressed that this is 
not a atudy of 13-14th century Armenian society in its 
entirety, but rather of the lordly heads of that society 
in Greater Armenia. For questions concerning Armenia's 
peasants, and the complicated history of the Armenian 
Church in this period, the works of Manandyan, Babayan 


and Ormanian should be consulted, 


The second part of the study, while drawing on the 
works of the above-mentioned scholars, is more than a 
synthesis. This is the first study of the 13-14th century 
lords which draws heavily on information found in the 
Georgian History of K‘art‘li. During the 13-14th centuries 
when Armenia was politically part of a Georgian state, 
many of its lords held important positions in the Georgian 
court (see chapter two and Appendix A for background), 
Much invaluable information on the lords is found in the 
History of K‘art‘li. Despite this, both Kanandyan and 
(more surprisingly) Babayan relied on a brief Armenian 
abridgement of the History made by Melik‘set‘-bek which 
limits itself solely to "Armenia", 


the survey of 13-14th century literary historians in 
chapter one below is the most extensive currently 
available, 


fThie study, therefore, provides information unavailable 
elsewhere not only on the 13-14th century invasions, but 


alao on their socio-political impact on Armenia's naxarars. 


Appendices B and C contain supplementary information on 
topics not examined by others, e.g., on the centrifugal 
forces operating within Armenian society, and.on certain 


relations between the Mongols snd the Armenian Church, 


The transliteration sys:ems followed here are the 
prevailing Hilbschmann-vleillet system for Armenian, 
an adaptation of it for Georgian, and the system employed 
in volume 5 of the Cambridge History of Iran (the Saljugq 
and Niongol Periods) for Turkish and Mongolian. Double 
forma are utilized for localities which are identified 
in the sources by more than one name (e.g., Karin/Erzerunm, 
Sebastia/Sivas). Finally, to elimate unnecessary confusion, 
and since this study focusses on Armenia, Georgian forms 
of proper names have been given in their Armenian equivalents 


(e.g., Sahn3ah, not Sahnde; Zak‘are, not Zak‘aria). 


CHAPTER THREE 


ARMENIA'S LORDS AND THEIR REACTIONS TO THE 
TURCO-MONGOL INVASIONS AND DOMINATION OF 
THE 13~14TH CENTURIES 


This part of the study examines several aspects 


of the history of the lords or naxarars of Armenia 


in the 13-14th centuries: (1) who were the naxarars 


on the eve of the 13th century invasions (during the 
so-called Zak ‘arid revival) and where were their lands; 
(2) how did the naxarars react to the Turco-Hongol 
invasions/migrations of the 13th century; (3) how did 
the Mongols (both before and after Islamization) attempt 
to control the haxarars; and finally, (4) what were the 


reactions of the naxarars to Mongol policies? 


Considerable debate exists among Armenists regarding 
many aspects of the history of Armenia's nobility, The 
derivation and thus the literal meaning of the term 


naxarar itself ia debated, The genesis of the naxarars 


too has been depicted aifferently by the foremost invest- 
igatora of the institution or phenomenon of naxararisn, 


vy Nicholas Adontz, Hagop Manandyan, and Cyril 


1 

On the various derivations see Adontz, Armenia in the 
Period of Justinian, published originally in Russian in 

8, translated into English with extensive editorial 
remarks and notes by N.G. Garsoian (Lisbon, 1970) p.514 
n. $43 also Anahit Perixanyan's "Drevnearmianskie vostane 
iki pong oetanix's in Ancient Armenia]", 1556) 
Pp. a5 r) 


oo, 


ere 


156 


157 


Toumanoff, Most important, the essence of the tern, 
ite real rather than literal meaning has been perceived 
and described differently by these scholars. Adontz, 


er 


Nicholas Adontz placed the disintegration of clan 
relationships in the time of political unrest in Armenia 
under Zariadris and Artaxias (second century B.C.), and 
the completion of this process duri the reign of 
Tigran the Great (first century B.C.) at which time 
the greatest naxarar families, in his view, already had 
emerged (Adontz, pp. 307, 310, 315). Manandyan challenged 
this, suggesting that "a significant break in clan 
relationships and the growth in power and authority of 
Clan leaders and chiefs had already occurred in this 
ancient (Urartian] period" (Manandyan, Trade, also 
Feudalism, pp. 250-51). It is important to observe 

see note 2 below) that Manandyan was looking for the 
“emergence of feudalistic features" in Armenian society, 
automatically equating this with naxararism or "naxarar 
customs"--which to my knowledge he nowhere defines, 
Toumanoff places the appearance of dynasts before the 
Creation of the Urartian state, styling them the "immen- 
orial dynasts", Studies, pp. 50-52, 69, 74, 79, 136, and 
note 2 below, 


2 
Adontz, pp. 303-26 viewed the naxarars as descendants 
of tribal chieftains of different ethnic bac rounds 
who held power by right of birth, Manandyan (to the extent 
that it was and is possible given the scanty information 
available) focussed on the class position of the naxarars 
relative to the other classes in Armenian society, He, 
as many Soviet scholars, was eager to associate the 
naxarar "system" with Western European ia er (See 
nandyan, Irade, pp, 70-723; Feudalism, pp. -89; 
also B, Harut “yunyan's article"Feod-in ev beneficium-in 
hamapatasxano2? terminnero adaryan grakanut ‘yan 
ned Terms Corresponding to Feod and Beneficium in 
edieval Armenian Literature]", Lraber #12 (1958) Pp. 87-—- 
95, and the remarks of Sukiasian in the forward to his 
seudy ne ier haf rater erp in rene tren PP. 15-27). 
Oumenoiz, in his Classic Studies in Christian Caucasian 
History(Georgetown, 1963) hae reexamined the entire history 
of the Armenian highlands from Urartian times to the Bag- 
ratid period, MToumanoff Considerably elaborated and 
took in new directions Adontz' recognition that the 
Armenian social system had a double aspects; one “feudal” 
and one dynastic (Studies, pp. 34-144,154,188), According 
to the author, the dynastic element pre-dated statehood 
(ve it Urartian statehood, Arsacid or other) and consequently 


158 


Manandyan and Toumanoff likewise disagreed on the duration 


of the naxarar "system", Adontz wrote: 


The naxarar system existed in Armenia from 
antiquity until the Mongol invasions, Like any 
institution developing in accordance with conditions 
of place and time, the naxarar system often changed 
in character and passed through several phases, i. 


Manandyan hypothesized that the participation of the 
naxarars in the Mongols' many campaigns and the heavy 
taxes of the period combined to initiate the system's 
collapse’. The final liquidation of the system in his 
view came after the mid-fourteenth century, when Armenia 
became a battleground for numerous nomadic Turkic groups, 
though Manandyan noted certain "survivals" of “naxarar 
customs” in the inaccessible mountain regions of Eastern 


Armenia and Qarabagh’. ‘Toumanoff wrote: 


This social structure perished with the brutal 
Byzantine and Seljuq destruction of the Armenian 
polity in the eleventh century. Some vestiges of 
it, however, survived the catastrophe, both in 
Armenia and, through emigration, elsewhere, 4. 


regarded itself as equal to the monarch, One should 
Consult the notes and appendices to Adontz provided 

by N.Garsoian, also the same author's recent "Prolegemena 
to a Study of the Iranian Aspects in Arsacid Armenia",HA 
(1976) pp. 177-234, and also RR. Hewsen's inportant — 
tripartite study on the Melike of Eastern Armenia(see 
Bibliography) on which see the conclusions of this study. 


1 
Adontz, p. 183. 


2 
Manandyan, Feudalism, pp. 255-56. 


ace Dp. 256. 
Studies, p. 144n, 262, 


It is not our purpose here (and in any case it is 
beyond our present competence) to write the complex and 
often-changing history of Armenia's nobility from pre-- 
Christian times to the 14th century. However, to place 
in sharper focus what is to be understood by the term 
naxarar in the 13-14th centuries, we shall contrast 


briefly the classical Arsacid (4-5th century) naxarar 


with his Zak‘arid successor, 


The socio-economic essence underlying the concept 
of the term naxarar underwent numerous changes from the 
5th through the 13th centuries. The naxarar of the 
Zak ‘arid restoration differed fundamentally from the 


Arsacid lord, The Arsacid naxarar was the ancestral 


lord of clan domains which he did not personally own, 
and therefore could not alienate by sale or other means, 


If the truly great naxarar associated with the Armenian 


Monarch, it was on terms of equality, Ase they never 
allowed their "natural lords" to forget, some of the 
grand paxarars descended from clans as old as, or older 


than, the Arsacids, For this reason, when naxarars 


accepted positions at the Arsacid Court, the act was 
usually a recognition on the king's part of the naxarar's 
right by birth and position to the office, The naxarar-~ 


adoms tended to be self-sufficient economies, and trade 
in that period was of an international transit type 
through naxarar domains, of importance to the naxarars 


only due to the toll and customs revenue they could derive 
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from it. Their principal wealth was land, and the labor 
of dependent peasants living on that land?, 


Quite different were the lords of the Zak ‘arid 
revival, The nobility of the early 13th century consisted 
of different elements, One substantial group included 
men of ambition and military talents from newly-arisen 
families, who were rewarded by their Zak‘arid overlords 
with granta of land and/or the rights of administration 
(see below). Before and after receiving lands and 
villages, this category of 13th century lord derived 
much wealth from booty taken during military campaigns, 
Another element is referred to in the sources from the 
12th century as mecatun, which means literally “of a 
great House", In fact, these were men of great financial 
wealth, who formed the upper clases in tre many Armenian 
cities which had recuperated from the Saljuq dislocations, 
These men too lacked antique pedigrees, and did not 
belong to the old naxarar families. Their wealth had been 
gained through trading and money-lending and, in contra- 
distinction to the Arsacid lords who did not engage in 


trade, a substantial part of the mecatuns' assets were in 


cash. However, these merchants reinvested their 
Capital in land, buying not only entire estates, but 


also shares of establishments (such as mills)*, An 


1 


See Adontz, Armenia pp, 289-371, and Toumanoff, Studies, 
PP. 33-1 44 ° 


é HAP ch, 34, B,N.Afak‘elyan, "Mecatunneri kK ‘azak ‘ayin 
vernaxavi jevavoruma(Formation of the Mecatun Urban pper 
PP. <9 e 
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inscription (1215) of one mecatun, Tigran, from the 
historically unknown family Honenc’, on the wall of 

the church of St, Gregory in Ani, indicates the far-flung 
and multi-faceted nature of mecatun wealth?, From 


the inscription of another mecatun, we learn that ca, 


1242 a certain Umek purchased the Church of Getik for 
"40,000 red [gold] ducats",a currency which clearly 
indicates that such merchants as Umek were participating 
in the lucrative international trade with Italian city-- 


states“, 


The nobility of the Zak‘arid period included 
descendants of the ancient dynastic families: Mamikonids, 
Bagratids, Arcrunids, Orbéleans, and others. In my 
opinion, by the 13th century these groups are probably 
best considered extended families rather than clans 
in the Arsacid sense, Nonetheless, dynasties ag hoary 
as these (some of which by then were more than 13-centuries 
in duration) had a strong consciousness of their own 
past, which they knew from the ancient histories, Most 
likely these names commanded rather profound emotions 
among the Armenians, and their bearers probably possessed 
@ certain statue for sentimental reasons alone,not 
held by other segments of the nobility, Probable too 


ie the existence within such families of certain ceremonies 
neh eemnesieemmetereristtssesreinsr pe umn ists sustains. enc uomemsmisstisnestmmasnsaiasa 


2 
XT pp. 58-59; Manandyan, Trade, pp. 185-86. 


2 
Manandyan, pp. 186-87, 
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rituals and regalia--especially within some of the 
Siwnik’ and Xafen dynasties--unshared by the merchants 
or Zak‘arid warriors, Yet another segment of the 

Zak ‘arid nobility was composed of prominent clerics, 
representatives of various families, adninistéering 
their family holdings as religious foundations (see 
delow). 


Nicholas Marr was of the opinion that in the 
immediately pre-Mongol and early Mongol periods the 
transfer of princely and noble estates into the hands 
of merchant-capitalists was taking place?, This is 
probably true, However, the tendency for urban merchanta 
to invest in land, and the probably concomitant tendency 


for the landed naxarars to diversify into trade makes 


_any drawing of lines impossible, Indeed, the new 
meaning of the term hayrenik‘’ in this period reflects 
the same confusion. In the 5th and subsequent centuries 
hayrenik’ referred to a lord's ancestral patrimony, It 
consisted of lands. But in the erly 13th century, 
hayrenik’ referred to both moveable and immoveable prop- 
erty, hereditary or purchased, and included money and 
shares in business enterprises as well, Thus at the 
opening of the 13th century, the term naxarar had something 
of a catchall sense, exactly as the term melik did, two 
centuries later’, 


er ss pl SS ps gS PSPSPS PSS 


1 
% Manandyan, Trade, p. 186, 
3 HAP pp. 554-55, 


R, Hewsen, “The Meliks of Eastern Armenia(I)", REA 1X(1972) 
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Unlike the territorial units of Arsacid Armenia 
studied by Adontz, which in some cases had been the 
possessions of different ethnic groups from time immemorial, 
the naxarardomsa of the late 12th and 13th centuries were 
in mwany--though not all--cases the creations of the 
Zak‘arid brothers, Zak‘are and Iwane, The men chosen 
by the Zak‘arids to administer and rule parts of northern 
and northeastern Armenia were not the elderly nahapets 
or the descendants of ariet tribal chieftains of 
Arsacid times who occupied office by right as much as 
by appointment, Rather, they were successful military 
Commanders who had served under Zak‘are and Iwane in the 
reclamationof Armenia from the Saljuqs. Many were men 
of ambition and action, lacking illustrious pedigrees, 
Frequently they were given Charge of lands they themselves 
Captured; often they were attached to the Zak‘arids 
Shrougn marriage ties, as is illustrated below. 


The properties under the overall jurisdiction of 
amirspasalar Zak‘are and later of his son Sahniah were 
located in the northwestern parts of the reconquered 
lands: Lofi, Ani, Aragacotn, Bagrewand, Cazkotn, Kogovit, 
Surmari, lands from the Virahayoc‘ mountains to the southern 
border of Cazkotn, from Bolorpahakic‘’ to Erewan. Ani 
was the center of this realm, Subject to Zak‘are's 
house were both newly-created families (such as the 


Vaguteans) and old naxarar families (such as the Pahlawunids, 
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Arcrunids, Mamikonids and others)/, ‘the first of these 
families was founded by one Vage, a loyal follower of 
Zak‘are but of an unknown background, who was given 

by his lord all the districts of Aragacotn, Sirak, Nig 
and Amberd as far as Erasxajor*. He was made prince of 
princes of Zak‘aré's realm, The Pahlawunids, ruling 
around Marmagen, Bagnayr and ILmbat, had acquired hered- 
itary control over the office of bishop of Ani and Sirak, 
and occasionally were mayors of Anti?, The Arcrunids, 
who ruled the fortresses of Mahkanaberd and ite 
environs north of Lake Sewan, were connected to the 
Zak‘arids by marriage ties’, The Mamikonids held two 
small areas, one by Dse2, the other south of Gafni, 


“around Ureajor’, 


1 
HAP chp. 32, L.H.Babayan, "Zak‘aryannerin ent ‘aka 
eodalakan tnero (Feudal Houses subject to the Zak arids)" 
Pe 547. 
2 
ibid. 
3 
Abid. p. 548, also Appendix A, 
4 


See below p. and also Appendix A. 


5 
On the Mamikonids: H. Kurdian, famikopeagnerd Bact 
Suze (The Deez Branch of the Mamikoneane »Bazmavep (1956) 
PP. 155-62, 246-513 also A.Sahinyan, "eas Konvan-fieeazcepvan 
tohmo astanum XII-XIII darerum (The ikonean-Hamazasp- 
ean Clan of Northern enia in the XII-XIII Centuries)" 
Lraber #3 (1968) pp. 84-93, 
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Under the jurisdiction of atabek Iwane Zak‘arean and later of 
his son Awag were the eastern areas: Bjni, Gezark‘unik’, 
Vayoo’ Jor, most of Arc‘ax, Siwnik’, NaxiJewan, Dwin, 
and Erewan. The center of this realm was first Dwin 
and later Bjni. Subject to Iwane's house were the 
Orbeleans, Xazbakeans, Dop‘eans and others’, the 
Orbeleans, who originally had been the Zak‘arids’ over- 
lords in Georgia were, in the changed situation of 
the late 12th and 13th centuries their subordinates in 
Armenia, Around 1184 atabek Iwane Zak‘arean under 
authorization from the Georgian Crown granted to the 
successful general Liparit Orbelean lands in eastern 
Vayoc’ Jor, Kotayk’, Gezark'unik‘ and Kayean*, Liparit 
married the daughter of the prince of princes of Siwnik’' 
and became the founder of the Siwnik‘’ Orbelean line, 
Another of Iwane's subordinates was Vasak Xazbakean, 
originally from the Xaten area, who had helped in the 
reconquest of Vayoc’ Jor, Bjni, and Dwin. As a reward 
he was given lands in western Vaoyc‘ Jor, Sahapunik’, 
VaraZnunik’ and parts of Kotayk‘ and Ayrarat, This 
family came to be known as Pfogsean after Vasak's energetic 
Sr a 


2 
HAP p. 548, 


2 
S90 pp. 142-43, 


SO p. 144, On the Orbeleans see also R.Hewsen, "The 
Meliks" REA #XI (1975/76 pp. 220-24, 
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son, Pfos (1223-84), Another emall branch of the 
Zak‘arids descended from Zak‘are's and Iwane's first 
cousin (father's brother's son) also named Zak‘are, 
ruled lands in Tawus, P‘afisos and Gardman, The center 
of its realm was Gag fortress, This line becane known 
as Vahramean after Zak‘are Gageli's son, Vahranm of 


Gag’, 


A number of new and old naxarar families became 
associated with the Zak‘arids through Marriage alliances 
With three of Zak‘are's and Iwane's sisters, Their sister 
Vaneni was married to Abas II Kiwrikean of Macnaberd?; 
Dop‘i married Hasan, prince of the old naxarardom of 
Arc‘ax in eastern Armenia, receiving as dowry a large 
area on the southern shore of Lake Sewan and Sot‘k‘ dis- 
trict in Siwnik’, Her descendants are known as the 


Dop‘eank ‘*, Xorigah Zak‘arean, another sister, was 


1 . 

G. Yovsep ‘ean Zaibakeank ’ am Progeank‘ (Antelias 
1969, repr. of ig 8 ed. with additional collected . 
articles) pp. 10, 14, Hereafter, X. On the Xatbakids, also 
‘R, Hewsen, “The Melike"(III), REA XI(1975/76) pp. 225-26, 
2 : 

HAP ch , 32, L.H. Babayan Zak arven erek‘ i8xanut ‘yun- 

2 é the Three Zak arid 


neri kazmavorumo (The Formation of 
ncedonms p. 541, 


On the Kiwrikeans: i. Moveesean, "Histoire des rois 
Kurikian de Lori", P,Macler, trans, REA(1927) pp. 253-55, 
4 ° 


On the Dop’eans: G.E, Kirakosyan, "Matenacitakan terekut‘- 
yunner Dop‘yanneri masin( Bibliographical Tnforaation on 


the Dop eans 1 (1969) pp. 217-263 also R, Hewsen 
“The Meliks"(II) REA X (1973/74) pp. 289-90, 


married to Vaxt‘ang lord of Xagen district, The family 
wae nemed after Hasan Jalal, the issue of this union, 
The Hasan Jalaleans ruled southern Xa%en?, 


In the early 13th century the Zak‘arids had influence 
in southern Armenia too, though how much and how deeply 
it was felt cannot be ascertained clearly. As a result 
of his carelessness on a campaign against Xlat’ in 1209/10, 
atabek Iwane was captured by the Muslim lord of that 
city. Among the terms stipulated for Iwane's release was 
the hand of hie daughter T’amt‘a, T‘amt‘a was married 
to Melik Ashraf of Xlat‘, and became the real ruler of 
parts of the Shah-Armen atate during periods of dislocation, 
from 1212 to 12327, Another Armenian "state" existed 
in the Van area, centered mostly at A2dt‘amar, but probably 
possessing property in the numerous Armenian cities under 
its spiritual jurisdiction, d-e., in the cities surrounding 
Lake Van: Berkri, Arée3, Arcke, Xlat‘, Hizan, etc, This 
was the religio-political entity known as the kat ‘olikosate 
(or anti-kat‘ohikogate) of Axt‘amar, a creation of the 


Arcrunids?, This surrogate state existed in addition to 


2 ° 

1,A.Orbeli, h‘Asan Dehalad iaz' Khachenskii[Hasan Jalal 
Prince of Xagen} Tzvestiia imp, St.Petersburg, 1909); also 
R.Heween, “The Meliks"(II) pp. 288-89. 


2 
See ch. 2 p. 


When in 1021 king Senek‘erim Arcruni of Vaspurakan 
exchanged his lands for lands in Byzantine Cappadocia, “he 
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an Arcrunid-Mamikonid mountain naxarardom in Sasun, to the 
weet. Furthermore, the brothers Zak‘are and Iwane (and 
also T’amt‘a) were themselves of Arcrunid background. 
Their mother was Sahakduxt, daughter of Sadun I Arcruni/ 
Mahkanaberdelit, The existence of such families, whose 
properties and political-spiritual-financial jurisdiction 
embraced large parts of the Armenian highlands on the 

one hand must have presented unique opportunities for 
trade and more intimate ties, On the other hand, it 
provided unlimited opportunities for intra-family and 


inter-family conflicts*, 


@id not give [emperor] Basil the monasteries, so that they 
would remain free and pray for Senek‘erim and hig gon, 
There were 115, or some say 900 monasteries"(SA p, 104), 
An Arcrunia counter-kat 9% kosate was established at 
Ait‘amar in the early 12% century, and existed until the 
20th century, much to the chagrin of Sis and Jmiacin, 
other centers of the Church of Armenia, See N. Akinean, 
"Alt ‘amara kat ‘odikosac’ awazanagirk ‘e[The Succession 
ex 2 


° at otikoi 0 amar] HA (I916) p. 145, 148, 
Curiously, Akinean omits reference to the passage in SA, 
1 

Xp. 7. 


See Appendices A and B, 
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The Naxarars and the Invasions of the Early 13th Century 


Of the various Turco-Mongol invaeions occurring in 
the 1220's and 1230's, the moat destructive were those 
undertaken by Jalal al-Din Mangubiral of Khwarazm and 
by the Mongols. How did the naxarars react to them, and 
how did the new conquerors of Armenia deal with the 
Haxarars? According to Kirakos Ganjakec‘'i, Step‘annos 
Orbelean and the History of K‘art‘li, the Armeno-Georgian 


army commanded by atabek Iwane outnumbered Jalal al-Din's 


force, But naxarar squabbles and jealousies appear to 


have been an important cause of defeat, Some sources 
politely and piously speak of divine intervention which 
managed to change the shouted command "charge" into "flee", 
In fact, because of enmity between the atabek Iwane and his 
relations Iwane and Salva (Vahram Gageli's first cousin), the 
atabek Iwane refused to participate or to allow those 

troops under him to fight. Other detachments under lesser 
commanders fled or fought chaotically*, Following their 
desertion, the prominent naxarars withdrew to the security 


of their inaccessible fortresses, 


1 
SO p. 145, 


2 
See ch . 2 pp. 81-82 n, 2, 


KC p. 1803 Mur. p. 68: ",...Now the mandat ‘urt ‘-uxuc ‘es 
Sahnéah was in Ani, the amirspasalar Awag was in Bjni, 
While Vahram Gageli, thé people or Heret ‘i, Kaxet‘i, 

Somxit ‘i, K*art'li, Toreli, Shavshet‘'i, Klarjet‘i and 

Tao were all fortified into their keeps, each of them loyal 
to Rusudan's rule, but due to their preoccupation, they 

were unable to participate in the ceremony for king Davia", 


Jalal al-Din's destructive activities in Armenia 
and Georgia hardly can be considered a atrategy to win 
popular support. Jalal himself was a desperate fugitive 
from the Mongols. He did, however, entertain hopes of 
creating a state in his conquered areas, and, as Kirakos 
noted, he did establish an administration of sorts in 
Ganjak?, In those areas where Muslim enclaves lived 
surrounded by Christian majorities--Tiflis, for example-— 
he was able to rely on Muslims as a base of support. 
Kirakos and the History of K‘art‘li both state that Jalal 
was able to capture Tiflis with the complicity of resident 
Persians who opened the city gates and regarded him as 
their liberator, However areas ruled by Muslims regarded 
him and his uncontrollable Turkmen warriors as a danger, 
and allied to fight him’, Jalal al-Din was not unaware of 
the Caucasian nobility. According to Kirakos, when he 
captured Xlat* on the northeastern shore of Lake Van, he 
married that city's figurehead ruler, Iwane's daughter 
T‘amt‘a Zak‘arean*. According to the History of K‘art‘li, 
Selal also Roped to marry the queen of Georgia, Rusudan, 


and even urged Awag to serve as match-maker, but Rusudan 


__— 


1 
KG pp. 226-27, 
2 
3 
KC p, 1823 Mur. pp. 69-70, 


KG p. 228, 
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was unwilling’. 


The Armenian and Georgian sources tend to combine 
into one account events from the first and second Mongol 


invasions, of 1220/21 and of 1236, Naxarar reaction 


seeningly was quite similar on both occasions, and almost 
identical with the reaction to Jalal al-Din. Some of 

the Armeno-Georgian forces fought, while others deserted 
and took refuge in their strongholds. Dissension and 
rivalries among the resisting troops are reported by 

the sources“, Despite the numerical superiority of the 
Armeno-Georgian army, the Mongols were disciplined fighters, 


Their adversaries were not, 
ee ae en 


1 
KC pp. 173-74; Mur. pp. 63-64, 


2 

GA pp. 292,294: ",,..When the news of the coming of the 
Tat‘ars was learned, Iwane took the cavalry of the Georgian 
kingdom and came to Gag, to the great and wise prince 
Varham (Gageli], son of Plu Zak‘are. Taking him with his 
own army, he went against the Tat‘ars, The mighty and 
great prince Varham took the right wing and Iwane the left 
eeoWhen the battle was joined, through the influence of 
Satan, the enemy of Truth, Hamidawla, the lord of Manasa 
stable, becayse of some grudge, hamstrung the horse of 
a abak Iwane. When the Nation of the Archers saw such 

ssension amongst them, they grew stronger and attacked 
the Georgian cavalry, mercilessly killing them", 
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Whatever the true sequence of events, by 1236, when 
the Mongols attacked the Caucasus a second time, bringing 
along sophisticated Chinese siege machinery’, the 
Caucasian nobles had no intention of joint military resist- 


ance, Kirakos wrote: 


eceAnd since {the nobles} were unable to 
withstand that great blizzard [of Mongols] which 
had come, they all betook themselves to fortresses 
wherever they were able, The Mongols spread 
throughout the plains, mountains, and valleys 
like a multitude of locusts or like torrential 
rains pouring down on the land. 2, : 


The queen of Georgia and Vahram of Gag fled to northwestern 
Georgia; SahnSah fled to Avaria; and Awag secured himself 
into fort Kayean’, Not only did the paxarars not fight, 


2 
KG PP. 236, 241, 250. 


2 
KG pp. 238-39: “Ew of in karok zdem unel anbnarin bk‘oyn , 
Pap £3: ory -anblnapah Sien amenek ean gayt ‘akiealk 
UARTEFeBe HESENCMS TH rane * BY YBkoa “SPisked  onBt BOBSEEN: “eam, 
Kan Ibrew Zanjrew yordut eamb tezeal i veray erkri". 


3 
KC dP. 1873 Mur, Pp. 73. 


but at least in one instance, the population of a city 
(Samk‘or) belonging to Vahram of Gag, was forbidden to 
resist, by Vahran himseif?, 


—————— 


KG p.241-2:"One of the nobles, named Molar noyin, whose 
lot had fallen over those regions, while they moved from 
their abode in the Mughan plain, sent a small force of 
about 100 men who came and encamped by the city of Samk ‘or, 
and blocked the entrance to and exit from it". This 
city belonged to Vahram and his son Adbuia who had taken 
it from the Persians, When the residents sent to Vahran 
for protection the latter refused and forbade them to 
resist, “The foreigners! army increased daily until] their 
Commander Molar arrived and fought against the city. He 
filled the trench which surrounded the city walls with 
wood and stalks, so that they might easily climb onto 
the walls, But the people threw fire down at night 
and burned the filler, Now in the morning when Molay noyin 
saw that, he ordered each of his soldiers to bring a 13et 
of soil and to throw it into the trench, When this was 
done the area became level with the walls. 

“Then each soldier applied himself to that part of the 
city directly in front of him, And they took it, killed 
all the inhabitants, burned the buildings and took what- 
ever they found there. They then fell upon other fortresses 
under Vahram's sway: Terunakan, Ergevank Macnaberd (which 
belong to Kiwrike Bagratuni, Azeartan's son), Gardman, 
and other regions [such as] Uarenk‘, weacene nee chief 
named hatazan noyin went to Getabak. Nw Vahram who was 
then in Gardman, secretly fled at night to wherever he 
was able, Meanwhile the army of foreigners battled with 
the foretresses, Those inside them unwillingly provided 
the Mongols with horses, livestock and whatever else they 
eeeancnes The Mongols placed taxes over them and left 
t en. ee 

"But those who took Samk‘or had come with all their 
baggage to Tawa, Kacaret’, Norberd, Gag and the surround- 
ing areas, Placing these regions in great straits, they 
eee (KG p. 242), See also KC Pp. 186-873 Mur, 
PP. = e 


. 173 


174 


The common danger posed by the Mongols proved insufficient 
to unite the naxarars, The History of K‘art‘'li describes 


the situation obtaining in Christian Caucasia on the eve 
of the princes' surrender: 


* 


When the country was subjected to such 
bitterness and wicked acts, the powerful erist‘avs 

of erist avs and the veziers rose up against each 

other and became each other's murderers. For 

queen Rusudan was entirely settled on the far 

side of the Lixt mountains and wae unable to cross 

to this side of Lixt; nor were the veziers on 

this side able to go to her, having no chance, - 

They became wanderers, So they were disunited and 

imprudent. Thus Georgia's powerful and renowned 

ones became unable to fight the Tatars to save 

themselves. 1, 

When the _naxarars realized the futility of resistance 
they began surrendering. The Mongols richly rewarded 
those submitting--an inducement to the hesitant--while 
simultaneously devastating the lands of recalcitrant lords, 
They demanded taxes, appointed guards for key areas, 
demolished the walls encircling fortresses which they 
considered potential bases of local resistance’, and 
required the naxarars and their troops to participate 
in the subjugation of other areas, Frequently they obliged 
the Caucasians to fight as advance-attackers, to prevent 


their desertion, 


1 
KC pp. 188-89; Mur. p. 74, 
2 
KG pp. 237, 241, 313; GA p. 297. 


The Armenian and Georgian princes! submission to the 


Mongols is recounted variously by the different sources, 
KG's account begins in chp. 26, “Concerning Prince Awag's 
Pall into the Hands of the Tatars". Awag, at the time 
was holed up in Kayean fortress where he, and many inhab- 
itanta of the district had sought refuge, "The land 
filled with the troops of foreigners...They settled 
around all sides of the wall at the base of the fortress 
and sent messages to Awag to come out to them obediently 
in service and not to be afraid. Many times they sent 
to him saying the same thing. Now Awag, desiring to win 
their approval, gave over to the Tatars his daughter 
and many goods, so that perhaps they would lift the seige,. 
But they took his gifts and still more insistently demanded 
his presence", The beseiged suffered from thirst. "So 
they gave over to the Tatars their horses and all their 
livestock, so that they allow some of them to go and bring 
water for their animals, Undertaking their plan in a body 
of many men, they went to the water source there, The 
Tatars blocked their path to the water, They killed no 
one, but told them to lower down their families and to 
live among them, Unwillingly and in grief, they brought 
down their families, They drank water and were kept among 
the Tatars, The Tatars took the women they wanted and 
killed their men, leaving others without their husbands, 
“As soon as Awag saw that the Tatars did not let off 
besieging or destroying them, he wished to surrender so 
that perhaps things would be lighter for the people. So 
he sent Grigor called Tiay ['lad'] with flatteries, He 
Was one of the Xagen azats, the superintendent of Awag's 
home. (Grigor] was sent in advance of Awag, to go and 
meet with their leader Chormaghun who had pitched his tent 
by the shores of lake Gedark‘unik' (Sewan}, When the 
great noyin Chormaghun heard this, he was delighted and 
sent immediately to Itulata, who was besieging Kayean, 
to speedily come to him and no longer harry the inhabitants 
of the fortress and district. Itulata took Awag and quickly 
came to Chormaghun, When Chormaghun saw the prince, he 
said to him: ‘Are you Awag’? The prince replied: 'I an 
he’, The great commander then asked: ‘Why did you not 
come quickly to me when I entered the boundaries of your 
land'? The prince responded: ‘While you were far away, 
and my father was living, he served you with many gifts 
(pataragok’). As soon as my father died, I served you 
according to my capability. And now that you have come to 
my land, lo, I have come before you. Do with me what you 
will'. [To my knowledge no explanation has as yet been 
offered for this curious passage-RB}.,.[Chormaghun] 
further ordered all of his troops not to fight with the 
fortresses and cities under Awag's domination, And great 
ease came about in his land and many Captives among the 
azats were freed because of him, And Chormaghun gave him 
all of his land and more besides and established unbreakable 
friendship with him, Taking Awag and all his troops, 
Ghormaghun marched against the city of Ani" (KG pp. 255-57). 
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Awag then visited the Khan in Qara Qorum. "When he cane 
back to his land and the commanders implemented the orders 
of their king, the following men came to the Tatars in 
service: Sahnsah, son of Zak‘are; prince Vahram and his 

son Azbua; Hasan called Jalal, prince of the Xagen area, 
and many others, The Tatars gave to each one control 

over his lands and for the time being,-a pardon"(KG p. 263). 

In ch’, 30, Kirakos describes the conquest of Xafgen, 
where many people fled to the inaccessible fortress called 
Hawaxalac teperen#). This fortreas was taken and its 
people killed, The Mongols also went against prince — 
Hasan Jalal, the son of the sister of Zak‘are and Iwane, 
who holed up with the population under him in the fortress 
“which is called Xoxanaberd in Persian, When the Tatars’ 
arrived to seize the fortress, they saw that it was not 
possible to take it. So they called Jalal to them, amicably. 
And he wisely pleased them, Later, he himself went to 
them with many presents, The Tatars honored him and gave 
him back his land and other lands besides, and ordered 
him to come to them each year for war service, and 
ingenuously to be obedient to them" (KG p, 269), 

According to VA, following the taking of Samk ‘or by the 
Mongols, Vahram of Gag and his son Azbu2za fled from place 
to place "until they learned that the Tatars spared those 
people who voluntarily subordinated themselves to then, 
Then they [Vahram and his sos} went and received back fron 
the Tatars those castles and districts they had captured, 
which were their sep‘akan patrimony (hayrenik‘). All of 
them were taken: Tawus, Kacaret’, Terunaken, Ergevank'‘, 
Macnaberd which was [the propertylof Asxart ‘an Kiwrikean, 
Norberd, (the property] of the royal (sé gaworazn) Vasak: 
and the impregnable fortress K‘awazin; e renowned fortress 
of Gag and the district built up by king Gagik...Everything 
Waa surrendered to them in a short period without toil 
or labor, For we knew that it was the Hand of the Lord, 
which, before our very eyes, had given over our land as 
food for the foreigners" (VA p. 145), 

SO: "When the Tatars first came to this land, our 
distgicts fell the lot (baZin) of Aslan noyin. Elikun 
[Orbelean] was holed up wW his people in the impregnable 
fortress of Hradkaberd, That Aslan came and circumlocuted 
the fortress and realized that it was humanly impossible 
to take it. So he encamped opposite the fortress and sent 
messages to Elikum, saying: ‘Make friends with us: come to 
us, and you will find many benefits from us, Otherwise, 
no matter how long you sit on your rock, we shall not 
Quit this land, Yor God has given us this [land} as 
patrimony, and when you come forth, it will be the ruin 
of you and your tun(House)', 

“When Elikum heard this, he did not reject the advice, 
but instead, replying sweetly, he requested an oath. 
he went before [Aslan] with numerous gifts, When Aslan 
saw this, he liked Elikum greatly and received him and 
made peace" (SO p, 149), — 
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GA: "Thereafter when the wise princes of Armenia 
and Georgia realized that God had given power and victory 
to (the Mongols] to take our lands, they then became 
reconciled, and became obedient to the Tatars and promised 
to give the taxes, i.e., the mal and t azar, and to come 
out to them with their cavalry wherever they led them, 

The Tatars, agreeing to this, ceased their killing and 
destroying the land, and themselves returned to their 
Place, the country of Mughan, But they left a chief 
named bara Buia to demolish all the fortresses which they 
had taken, They destroyed to the foundations the impreg- 
nable fortresses built by the Taciks at great cost, This 
all came to pass" (GA p, 297). 

KC: "When atabek Iwane's son, the amirspasalar Awag 
saw these crimes, he sent emissaries to Par aw, where 
the above-mentioned noyins had encamped for the winter. 

The latter passed the summer in the mountains of Gezark ‘unix’ 
and Ayrarat, for at that time, Chormaghun had taken Ani, 

Awag sent to then emissaries, seeking reconciliation, He 
promised to go to see them, to serve and to pay taxes, for 
the preservation of his country; he demanded an oath and 
assurances, They were delighted and accepted Awag's 

emissary with affection and swore a firm oath, 

"...When Awag's emissaries returned and relayed to 
him all that happened, epesslar Awag went to them, having 
staked his soul for his lands. He went to Chormaghun 
Chaghatai, Baiju and Yusur, who saw and honored Q, became 
Tntimately acquainted, and appointed guards for Chis] 
cities, In their language these are called an. r , 

“Awag's land was thus pacified, When e mandat urt ‘-- 
uxuc‘es Sahn3ah was informed of the reconciliation between 
Awag and the Tatars, he too wanted to keep his country 
safely, in peace, and unharmed. He told Awag to notify 
them that he wanted to go to see the Tatars, The Tatars 
were informed and agreed to it with joy, and for this 
too they also swore the golden oath of assurance, Sahndah 
also went and saw them, They similarly honored hin greatly 
and returned to him Ani and the land of his they had 
taken, in its entirety. Then they appointed guards for 
the interior of the country, They received with honor 
all the Georgian princes who came [to them] while they 
ravaged the lands of the disobedient, When Zak ‘are's son, 
Vahram Gageli was informed of this, he too sought refuge 
(with the Tatars), With reconciliation accepted, his 
lands too were pacified,..However Heret‘i and Kaxet i, 
Somxit ‘i and K‘art‘li and above as far as the city of 
Karin (Ergerum) were undergoing bitter destruction... 

{The Mongols] enslaved and raided K‘art‘li, Samc‘xe, Sava- 
xet i, and above as far as Greece (=Run), Kaxet‘i, and 
Heret i as far as Darband, 

"Forced to this fate by chastisements, all the princes 
of Georgia, the people of Her-Kaxet‘i, of K‘art‘li, Toreli-- 
Gamrkeli, Sargis T‘mogveli an educated and virtuous man, 
sought refuge with the Tatars, while the Meschs, for the 
dignity of queen Rusudan did not submit", Chaghatai, enraged, 
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Indeed, it was during such Mongol Campaigna=--be they 
in the as yet unsubdued areas of eastern Armenia, or in 
those areas of western Armenia under Saljuqid rule--that 
the naxarars had the opportunity to display their martial 
prowess, their loyalty, and their greed. For there was 
much booty to be had, and this naturally appealed to the 
nexarars, Thue (in 1236) did the atabek Awag participate 
in the sack of Ani (the property of his cousin SahnSah) 
and the looting of its churches’, The city of Karin/Erzerun 


was sacked in 1242°, The naxarars are reported to have been 


invaded Samc’xe and_devastated it. "When there was no 
strength left, Iwane C‘ixisjvarel-Jaqeli, who was also 
Called varavare, appealed to queen Rusudan, at her 
agreement, for him also to seek protection with Cha hatai, 
to free the country from destruction. He [first bothered 
to ask her permission] because he was the meturtlet-uxuc ‘es 
and the prince of Samc‘xe, The queen agreed and sent hin. 
Then Iwane went and met ghaghatad who received him with 
honor and appointed guards for the country" (KC pp. 189-91; 
Mur. pp. 74-76). 


1 
KG Dp. 257-60. 


2 

KG p. 279: "...And at that time the city was heavily 
populated, being filled not only with Christians and Tactiks, 
but all the people from the entire district had assembled 
there. In the city were countless holy gospels (belonging 
to] the great and the lowly. The foreigners took them and 
sold the expensive ones to the Christians in their arny, 
Cheaply. In glee they spread through each district, 
dividing up the churches and monasteries", However, to 
the credit of the princes, KG notes "May Christ reward 
the Christian princes Awag, Sahndah, Vahram's son, A2buaa, 
pious Dop''s son, Grigor Xagenc ‘i, and their troops. For 
these princes bought out of slavery as many men, women, 
and children, bishops priests and deacons as was possible...” 
(KG p, 280). GA pp. 307, 309:"...Then the Armenian and 
Georgian princes took Caway] many books, heortologia, 
martyrologia, the Apostolic works, lectionaries, Acts, and 
the Gospels written in gold, richly adorned beyond comparison 
for the edification and adornment of the sons of the new 
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enriched specifically after crushing the Saljuqid sultan 
of Rum, Ghiyath al-Din Kai Khusrau near Erzinjan(1243/44)*, 
Even when the sources do not specifically mention it, 


the naxarars, if not the common soldiers ordinarily received 


some share of the booty during the Mongol campaigns. 


Aknere ‘i's account of the naxarars' behavior in the 


city of Mayyafarikin/Tigranakert (which wae starved into 
submission) probably was typical of the naxarars' actions 


elsewhere in western Armenia®. 


eG ests 


Zion, Whence they took and brought them to the eastern 
Country and filled the monasteries with all the adornments 
of the Church", 


KC p. 194; Mur. p, 78: "The Georgians and Tatars swelled 
up with all sorts of treasures: gold and silver, gold and 
silver cups and bowls, extraordinary cloths and clothing 
and so many horses, asses and camels that it is impossible 
to count them", 


2 

GA pp. 334, 336:".,.The Armenian troops there with the 
Tat‘ars found Many relics of the saints and took them to 
their land. Now the great prince of Armenia named T ‘azeadin, 
from the Bagratuni family, seized a Syrian presbyter and 
made him confess that he had found the right [hand] of 
the blessed apostle Bartholomew. With great joy (T‘atzeadin] 
took it to his eastern land and put it in his monastery. 
Afterwards, forced by the great Arcrunid prince named 
Sadun, he gave it to him, Sadun, lord of Hazbat's great 
and renowned holy congregation had the blessed right hand 
of apostle Bartholomew placed in the holy congregation 
of Hatbat. And it ig in fact there", 
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Mongol Control Techniques in the 13th Century 


The Mongols dealt with the Caucasian nobility in 
a number of time-honored ways: through the manipulation 
of naxarar precedence and the Cco-optation of allegiance; 


and through de-naxararization. Given the normal rivalries 


and antagoniams among the lords (see below, Appendix B), 
the manipulation of naxarar precedence was made quite 
simple. The Mongols, before conquering a particular 
region (such as the Caucasus) always divided up by lots 
among their generals the area to be taken‘, The 


naxarars, upon surrendering to them, became the clients 


of the particular Mongol general conquering that territory. 
The immediate effect of this was to distort and partially 
destroy the nexus of political (and of course, military) 
ties which had exiated between the nobles and the Georgian 


Crown, 


Pe STE rs 


1 
KG pp. 237-383 VA p. 1443; SO p, 149, From Kirakos! 
narration it is clear that during the conquest of Armenia, 
the sicngols had a fairly clear understanding of the 
relative importance of prince Awag (KG p. 256]. Somewhat 
annoyed by Awag's slowness in submitting, the Mongol 

noyin Chormaghun showed his displeasure in an episode 
regarding seating precedence, See KG PP. 256-57, 
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In theory as well as in practice, the Mongola 
regarded all conquered lande as their own property. They 
did not hesitate to favor submissive princes or punish 
the recalcitrant by giving lands or taking them away. 

The Mongols were adroit at exploiting antagonisams existing 
within branches of the same family, Thus, when Awag 

(ca, 1243), harried by the Mongols' excessive demands, 
fled to the court of queen Rusudan (herself a fugitive 
from the Mongols), Kirakos noted that the Mongols gave 

his land to SahnSah because of the latter's greater 
faithfulness-, Another striking example of precedence 
manipulation within a single family concerns the Georgian 
royal Bagratids themselves, The Mongol commander Baiju 
furious with Rusudan for not surrendering to hin, 
enthroned her co-opted son, David Rusudanean*, Eventually 
sanctioning two monarchs, the Mongols effectively 

divided the kingdom and the royal treasury, expropriating 
one third of it for themselves, But following Rusudan's 
death (ca, 1247) and before the enthronement of the 

two rulers, the Mongols again manipulated the precedence 
of the lords to suit their principal aim, namely of 
encouraging centrifugation, The History of K‘art‘li, 
after noting Georgia's rulerless Condition, continues: 


Pe hrs ehhh ssf 


1 
KG p. 265. 
2 
KG p, 289. Also see Appendix B, 


KG p, 317. 


Consequently, each one [prince] arranged 
matters individually and concerned himself with 
his own affairs, Each prince attached himself to 
@ noyin and the Tatars appointed a Ten Thousander 
of. 


icer for them, whom they called dumna et. 
Princes were chosen by them [the Mongolet First 
was Egarslan Bakure ‘isxeli, a very eloquent man, 
but not one with a respect-worthy behavior, They 
bestowed on him the army of Heret‘i, Kaxet‘i, and 
Kamcechovani above to Tiflis and to Mt, Samaxi, 
They entrusted to Sahn3ah his own and Awag's 
properties; to Varham Gageli all of Somxit‘is 

to Grigor Surameli, K‘art‘li: to Torel-Gamrekeli, 
Cetill] a youth like Egarslan, Javaxet‘i, Same‘xe, 
and above to the city of Karin; to C‘otne Dadiani 
and the duke of Raé (Kaxaberi, father of Gonc‘a 
Kaxaberije-Awagean], all of the kingdom on the 
other side. 1, 


Prior to the return of Awag and the two Davids fron 4 
sojourn in the Far East, Egarslan Bakure ‘isxeli's power 


was permitted to grow, until: 


eoehe became go very powerful that he almost 
dared to be called king. The entire Georgian 
people was subject to his command, as to a king's 
including the great and honorable ‘ ‘on 
uxuc‘es Sahngah, Varhan Gageli, andall the other 
princes, 2, 
Upon Awag's return from the Far East, Egareslan was 
expelled from the country, as the Mongols looked on 
approvinely?, In the late 1250's, the Mongols attempted 
to elevate Sargis Jaqeli-C‘ixisJvareli for saving 
Hillegt-Khan's life during battle, Their actions, and 
the reaction of the Georgian Crown show very well the 
divisiveness engendered by Mongol policy: 
pn pee ene 
1 
KC pp. 207-8; Mur. pp. 87-88, 
3 
KC p. 2123 ltur. p. 90, 


KC p. 2253 Mur. p. 100, 
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..-Now {the Khan] gave to king David and 
his soldiers great honor and numerous gifts, s0 
much so that he granted by yarligh the city of 
Farin and the surrounding lands to Sargis 

aqeli. 


At that time some foea envied (Sargis] and 
eaid to the king: 'Now why do you not give 
Sargis your kingdom, too, since the Khan has : 
strengthened him so much that he will no longer 
be subject to your rule’, The king believed 
this, because he was untried and credulous of 
both good and evil words. At night_he went to 
the noyin and explained: ‘If the Khan gives 
Sargia the city of Karin, he also gives the 
kingdom’. Elgon noyin was astonished and replied: 
‘The Khan gave it [to him] because of his 
activity with you, but if it bothers you, he will 
not give it. In battle you Georgians do nothing 
good for the brave warriors. Don't you know 
that Sargis saved the Khan from the enemy, and 
offered a tough and noteworthy fight?! 


The noyin went and informed the Khan of the 
entire conversation, and [as a result) he did 
not give the city of Karin. When Sargis heard 
about this he was stunned and grumbled against 
his lord. That winter the king was kept in: 
peti = the disgruntled Sargis went to 

anc xe, . 


In the 1260's and 1270's the Mongols furthered the territorial 
and political ambitions of the Orbeleans and the Arcrunid/ 
Mahkanaberdelis, at the expense of the Zak‘arids and 

Georgian Bagratids, but as is noted (Appendix 3B) the 
Consistent contradictions in the sources obscure the 

picture somewhat. Finally, at the end of the 13th century 
—————— 

1 

Sareia; but abaga-Ehdn ordered ale neteanee Paeig imprisoned 


"From this point on, the Jaqelis became loyal to Hillegii" 
(KC p, 255; Mur. p. 1273 also KC p. 297; Mur. p. 164), 
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and the beginning of the 14th, the Mongols elevated a 
Jageli to the throne?, 


Another method of manipulating naxarar precedence 
involved detaching certain prominent princes from 
economic and political connection with the Georgian 
Crown(s). The best known example of thia involves the 
Armenian Orbeleans of Siwnik’, Smbat Orbélean was granted 


inj@ status in 1252 on a trip to the Far East: 


-.CMGngke-Khan) readily accepted these words 
Cof counsel] and then entrusted Smbdat to his 
mother named Suraxt‘ambek, saying: 'This partic- 
ular ark‘ayun we shall keep for ourselves and not 
allow any other [person] authority over him'., And 
they styled him engu, that is, terurii. They 
ordered him to remain at court for some days and 
instructed the officials to provide him with a 
daily stipend from the court...Furthermore they 
removed Smbat{'s name] from the dawt‘ars of the 
Georgians and others, 2. 


Another prince who apparently received injff status was 
Hasan Jalal, Around 1257, Hasan accompanied the new 


Khan of the North, Sartakh, on a trip to the Great Khin 


KC p. 3243 Mur. pp. 187-88, 


2 
SO pp. 155, 157: "Orum Z hawaneal e mtadiwrut ‘eamb 
enkaleal gtanen® apa tay zouk qonanea) st 


hma, orum anun Suraxt’amb Siwr, ew ase. zays mi 
ark ‘a BS mez ahesovuk” em ne tas veyl utek 4ezel 
i veray dora, anuanec™in zna Enfu, aysink'n teruni. 
ew ramayec‘in ka] i dragn—awurs ing. ew yanjnec ‘in 
orcakalac‘n tal or est ore ark ‘unus Eteei Sees 


Mongkes 


-«.With Sartakh was the pious prince of 
Xafen, Jalal, who had gone to reveal to his. 
supreme lord the diasters he had borne fron 
governor Arghun, from whom he had barely 
escaped death, thanks to the Tatiks, And he 
gave him a document [entitling him] to rule 
his princedom independently, and to fear no 
one, For Sartakh liked Jalal on account of 
the prince's Christianity, since he too was 
Christian. 1. 


Apparently, around 1273 Sargis Jaqeli also received 
inj status’. During the same decade the cities of 
Kars, T’elavi, Belak‘an “and many other lands" were 
separated from royal control and given by the Mongols 


to Sadun Arcruni/Mahkanaberdeli>, a 


PD, 3732 “3nd nma er ew_barepast isxann Xafenoy Jalaln 
or ert ‘eal er @‘uc‘anel gakets iwr teafnn tiezerac 9.205 : 
© ha yAriun ostikanen, or haziw zercaw 2 mahuanen 

; Ew e 


N 


KC pp. 270-71; Mur. pp. 140-41: "Then all the didebuls 
of Georgia assembled and took the royal Demitre to the 
Horde. They went to Sahndah's son, Iwane, the mandat ‘urt ‘~~ 
uxuc €8, and he too went to the Horde where they saw to it 
that Demitre received the reign...{Abaqa] gave the entire 


3 
KC p. 2723 biur. p, 142, 


. £85 
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Cowoptation of allegiance, a corollary of the 


manipulation of naxarar precedence, occurred as a natural 


consequence of Mongol policies, This involved more than 
simply the extension of one lord's boundaries at the 
expense of another's. The Mongols attempte@ to incorporate 


certain prominent naxarars into their own court and 


administration, and thereby created conflicts of loyalty. 
They further sought to bind naxarars to themselves by 


providing them with Mongol wives. The source mention 
such co-optation beginning after 1256, the year in which 
Hiilegii became T1-Khan in Iran: 


When Hiilegii saw the Georgian nobility which 
had come before him, received them affectionately 
and armed [them] to take them to battle with him, 
Some he appointed as uldaé, that is, sword-bearing 
palace guards; some were designated sak‘ur$, that 
is, those who hold above the Khan's head a parasol 
with a rounded end, like a flag; and only those 
from the Khan's relatives had the right to fan; 
others were appointed zubfaf--keepers of the 
wardrobe and shoes (basmaz); others, evd{a)ré, 
bodyguards; and one group also was designated 
zorg--golders of arrows and quivers. T:us did 

e Khan bestow these mean honors on the great 
princes of Georgia, and he considered each honored. 


KC pp. 222-23; Mur. p. 98. Aknerc‘i wrote: "Hiilegti-- 
Khan greatly loved the Armenian and Georgian forces 
ecause of the extreme bravery which they displayed before 
him in all battles, Therefore he called them Bahaturs. 
He selected the young and handsome sons of the grea 
esas of sanete an Georgia a peek pepe then = his 
- guards, styling them K‘esikt ‘oyk‘-- 3 with sword and 
dow" (GA p. 342), The Wongdle also tried--obviously with 
limited success--to coropt the allegiance of king David 
Lasaean, From Batu-Khan of the Northern Tatars, David 
received "a parasol (suk‘ur) which no one excepting the 
Khans and their relations have. [Batu] told Kiilegii that 
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Some naxarars--notably those enjoying injii status-- 


became pillars of Mongol administration in the Caucasus. 
Smbat Orbelean and Sadun Arcruni/Mahkanaberdeli are particularly 
good examples. In the early 1260's Smbat was deputized 


Hiilegii's overseer of construction for the new f1-Khanid 


summer residence of Ala-Tagh to the east of Lake Y. 2, 


Step‘annos added: 


»»Hiilegu so heeded his words that (Smbat] 
could have killed whomever he chose, or granted 
life to whomever he wanted. Consequently, everyone 
quaked with fear because of him, and everyone's 
eyes were upon hin, 2. 


with the exception of Hiilegti noyin himself, when entering 
the Horde, no one should stan er than the (Georgian) 
king...After the king regched his holdings, he went with | 
great gifta to Hiilegii-Khan. When the latter saw him, he 
received him with honor and placed him in front with the 
noyins, stipulating his place for standing, sitting, 
ry Tae and giving counsel" (KC pp, 230-323 Mur. pp. 

ire 5 e 


SO p. 161. 
2 - 

SQ p. 168: “zi aynk‘an lso2_er Hulawun pma, zi um 
amer mah tayr acel, ew amer keang Snorher, vasn 
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Sadun, according to Akmerc‘i, was to be allowed pardons 
for up to nine crimes, so much was he cherished by Hitlegt=. 
Tarsayié Orbelean, following in his brother Smbat's steps 


was designated for extra special honors: 


-..So respected was he before Abaqa-Khan 
that on numerous occasions the latter removed 
from hie person his own royal garments and- 
clothed TarsayiS in them from head to toe, and 
girdled him with a bélt of pure gold studded with 
Costly gems and pearls... 2. 


The loyalty and support of the mecatuns, or wealthy 


merchants who formed an important part of the new 
nobility of the 13th century were actively sought after 
by the Mongols from the first. In 1242, when the city 
of Karin/Erzerum was taken and its population massacred 
or enslaved, special consideration was shown to 


wealthy Armenians there’, According to Vardan Arew- 
i ee 


1 

GA p. 348. Both Smbat and Sadun, and others besides 
made a point of learning Mongolian, According to SO, 
Smbat was "a skilled rhetorician, unbeatable at diwan 
Court--for he spoke five languages: Armenian, Georgian, 
Uighur, Persian, and even Mongolian” (SO p. 151). See 
also KC p, 248; Mur, p, 120 where Sadun does simultaneous 
translation of Georgian and Mongolian at court. Grigor 
Mamikonean also knew Mongolian (KG Pp. 272). 


2 
SO p. 170: "ew aynk‘an yargeal line atalt Apatay ani 
or bazum_angam zark ‘a sean hen erjn iwr per ac eat yanjne~ 
haguc ‘aner fereayitin otic” mingew c‘gluxyg, ew ckamarn 
i eek oeKvor baztagin akambk ‘ew margartok* Jc‘eal tayr 
cel ond a = Ss 


@) nora...". 


ws 


VA p. 147: "Now in the year 1242 Baiju nogia replaced the 
authority of Chormaghun and took the city o arin, 
taking thence Umek, a man venerable, wealthy (mecatun) 


elc‘i, Hiilegii utilized Armenian merchants ap emissaries=. 


Finally, co-optation of allegiance was furthered 
by intermarriage with the naxarars, The Christian 


Caucasian literary sources alone mention eight examples 
of intermarriage between the Mongols (or officials in 

the Il-Khanid administration) and the Christian Caucasian 
nobility: “Awag himself was given a Mongol bride named 
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Eslom’; Hasan Jalal's daughter Ruzuk‘an was wed to Chormaghun's 


3 


son Bora noyin’; XoSak Awagean was married to the sahibdiwan 


and fearful of the Lord, as well as his relations, the 
sone of paron Yohann, Step‘annos, and his five brothers", 
KG p. 363: "But one wealthy merchant was respected by 
them. He was Umek, whom they called Asil, a benevolent 
man whom we recalled [above], who lived through the 
Mongols’ destruction of the city of Karin, together with 
his sons Yovhannes, Step‘annos and his brothers, At this 
time [late 1240's, early 1250's) he was dwelling in the 
city of Tiflis, and was called the ‘father’ of the Georgian 
king David, He was honored by the Khan in writing and 

by all the (Mongol) nobility. He gave generous gifts to 
Arghun and those with him, and was much esteemed by him... 
The sons of Sarawan named Snorhawor and Mkrtié were also 
prosperous and wealthy", 


1 ae 
VA pp. 154-55: “In the year 1265 great Hiilegti the Ti-Khan 
eummoned us by means of a man of the day, Snorhawor, more 
prominent than any, especially from among the laity. (He 
had come] from the governor of the north, Batu, where he 
went first and was honored, then {he was honored] by Hilegt 
I1-Khan. (Snorhawor] took us along with his merchandise 
and pack animala", On Mongol relations with the Arnenian 
Church, see Appendix C, 


2 
KG p. 263; KC p, 2253 Mur. p. 100. 


3 
KG p. 391. 


Shams ad-Din Juvaini?; king David La’aean married Xawand 
Esugan, a relative of Chormaghun®; king Demetre's sister 
Tamar was married to emir Arghun's son; Denitre's 
daughter Rusudan, to the son of Buqa‘; king Vaxt ‘ang 
married Arghun-Khan's sister, oljat?, who subsequently 

wae wed to Vaxt‘ang's . successor king Davia®, Cilician 
sources mention a number of Cilician Armenian notables 

also who had Mongol spouses, and most likeiy the Armeno-- 
Saljuq nobility similarly intermarried with Mongol noyins’. 


SO p. 165. 
SO p. 1673 KC p. 2513 Mur. p. 123, 


3 
KC p, 2743 Mur. p. 144, 


4 
KC p. 281; Mur. p. 150. Also KC p, 285; Mur. p. 153. 


KC p, 293; Mur. p. 160, 
KC p. 297; Mur, p. 164, 


7 

Toward the end of the 13th century, despite protestations 
from the Church, the Armeno-Georgian lords began imitating 
the Mongol and Islamic practise of polygamy. Consequently 
a number of potentially powerful alliances were formed, 
Tarsayit Orbelean, for example, during the lifetime of his 
first wife, married Mina khatun Xedzbakean of Xaven (d, 1311) 
sister of Hasan Jalal( X. 10, 117, 175,177,267). One of 
Tarsayit's daughters was married into another branch of 
the Xaibakeans, while a second daughter became the wife of 
king Demitre's brother Manuel (SO p. 171). Sadun Arcruni 
took four wives, one of whom was king Demitre's only sister, 
T amar(KC p. 278; Mur. p. 147). King Demitre himself had 
three wives, one of whom was the daughter of the powerful 
Beka Jageli of Samc‘xe (KC pp. 282-83; Mur, 150-51). In 
the final decades of the 13th century, Orbeleans once 
again married into the Xazbakean family, and into the family 
of their rivals, the Arcruni/Nahkanaberdelis (SO p. 179). 
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During the Mongol domination de-naxararization 


occurred in Armenia as a result of different Mongol 
policies. During the 13th century, in some cases it was 
temporary and perhaps unintentional, such as the de-naxar- 
garization resulting from the Mongols' insistence that 
important lords visit the center of Mongol power (be it 

in Qara-Qorum in the Far East, or later in the T1-xnania 
centersof Iran and Armenia). Sometimes de-naxararization 


occurred through deaths of naxarars in foreign wars which, 


as Mongol clients, the naxarars were obliged to participate 
in. In other cases, de-naxararization was the result of 
intentional policy: punishment for rebellion and punishment 
for association with certain Mongol noyins who had fallen 
into disfavor, With the Islamization of the Mongol court 

in the 14th century and the concomitant inception of anti-- | 
Christian persecution, de-~naxararization, by definition 
directed against one segment of society, degenerated into 
Massacres (premeditated and "“spontaneous") directed against 
all levels of Christian Armenian society, 


Armenian and Georgian sourcea contain numerous references 
to the long and difficult journeys to the Far East undertaken 


by Caucasian lords, Apparently, the first naxarar to be 


sent to Qara-Qorum was Awag!, Atabek Iwané's renowned 


a ea eee ee eee 


KG pp. 262-63: “After a short time had passed, they sent 
Awag on a_distant journey to the northeast to their king, 
Called Khan, For they did the same to all the grandees 
whom they wished to honor, They sent him to the king and, 
receiving [their] ruler's command, implemented it, for 
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daughter (Awag's sister) T‘amt‘a was taken to Mongolia 
after the capture of Xlat’ (1245), After being kept 
there for “many years" she was allowed to return and 
reign over Dat‘, Prior to the journey East of David 
Rusudanean, his royal mother sent Sahndah, Awag, Vahram 
of Gag and Sota, the duke of Heret‘i to the northern 
Batu-Khan*, At almost the same time the Mongols 
retrieved from captivity David Lagaean (the legitimate 
heir to the throne). He too was sent to the Khans, first 
to Batu, then to Méngke in Qara-Qorun, Accompanying 
David La’aean were Sahngah's sons Zak‘are, Vahram's son 


ner oemeneeenne ree 


they were extremely obedient to their king. The prince 
himself was happy to go, so that perhaps his situation 
and that of the country be eased somewhat... 

"Now Awag went before the great Khan and showed him 
letters from his commanders and recalled the reasons for 
his coming, that he had come to him in service, O.ce 
the great Khan heard that, he received Awag with affection, 
gave him a Tat‘ar bride, and sent him to his Country. He 
also wrote to his commanders to give Awag his lands, and 
with his help to subdue all the rebels, aa happened", 


Her release was arranged by queen Rusudan's envoy, Hamadola, 
72). latter himself was on a trip to the Far East (KG p, 


2 
KC p,. 1923 Mur. p. 76, 
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Azbusza Gageli, and Sargie T‘mogveli. Batu kept with hin 
Zak‘aré and Adbula, David was sent East with Sargis 

“and a few other Georgians"?, When David and his party 

arrived in Qara-Qorun, "they encountered king Narin 

David (Davida Rusudanean), gatabek Awag, Surameli, Gemrekeli, 

and the amirejib Bedk‘en"*, wag had been in Mongolia 

(or at least, out of Georgia) for some five years, 

according to the History of Kirt‘li’, In the early 

1250's Hasan Jalal alao made the trip, first to Batu, 

then home to Xafen, then, “after some days, being harassed 

vy tax-collectors and by [the enir] Arghun, he went to MSngke--~ 
Khan‘, In the mid-1250's king Het‘um of Cilician Arnenia, 
with an entourage of princes and priests, made the journey 
to Méngke, returning home after three and a half years”, 


Het ‘um's successors on the throne visited the f1-Khanid 


_ oO 


KC p. 2193 Mur. p. 96, 
KC p. 2203 Mur. p. 96, 
KC p. 2203 Mur. p. 97. 
KG p. 359. See our Appendix Cc, 


KG pp. 364-65. On Het‘um's journey see J.A. Boyle's 
article, "The Journey of He‘tum I, King of Little 
Armenia, to the Court of the Great Khan Mingke", Centra 


Asiatic Journal #9 (1964) pp. 175-89, also Het‘um the 
storian, p. 47, 


court in Tabriz’, smbat Orbelean visited the Far East 
twice in that same decade, the first time (1252) remaining 
for three years“. In 1274, Smbat died at the T1-Khanid 
court in fabriz>, For our purposes, it is irrelevant 
whether the nobles were sent to the Khans as deputies or 
whether they travelled voluntarily. The effect was the 
same; the removal from Armenia of the most powerful (and 
potentially the most dangerous) lords, In the absence 

of certain grandees, other lords could and did attempt 

to encroach upon their rivals' lands and righta, Though 


this form of de-naxararization may have been temporary, 


the centrifugal resulta promoted by it were not, 


More costly in terms of human life was the de-naxarar- 
ization resulting from the obligation of the lords to 
participate with their cavalry in Mongol campaigns’, 
Because the Mongols considered their subject peoples 


Lewon (Het‘um p. 57); Het‘um II (Het‘um p, 221)3 Lewon 
aron Het um and other princes travelled to pergey 
who treacherously murdered them in 1309 (14CC Dp. 56). 


SO p. 155. It was probably during those three years 
that Smbat learned some of his five languages (SO p.151). 
Mamikonids visited the Khan in the 1260's Cr p. 108). 


3 
80 p. 166, 


4 
KG p. 2693 GA p. 297, 
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195 
expendable, they usually designated them as advance-- 
attackers. This was not, as the History of K‘art‘li 
and Grigor Aknerc‘i would have us believe, because the 
Armeno-Georgian troops were such excellent warriors, but 
first, precisely because the Caucasians were expendable 
and second, because desertion was impossible with foreign 
troops fighting in front or in detachments surrounded by 
Mongols. Deserters were killed. This fact perhaps 
accounts for the "valor" ao extensively recounted in the 
sources, and so reminiscent in spirit to those epic 
descriptions of naxarar single-combat exploits found in 
the Arsacid sources, The Caucasian troops had a simple 
Choice facing them: life and the spoils of victory, or 


death from defeat or attempted desertion, 


Also facing the lords (at least in Western historical Armenia) 
were the Armenian and Georgian defenders of their own 
country, Rum. Armenians and Georgians fought and died 
on both sides*, With the subjugation of western Armenia, 
the obligation of military service to the Mongol overlords 
did not end, The lords and their troops were taken on 
Campaigns all over the Middle East, North Africa, and Asia, 


re 


KC p. 192; Mur. p. 773 GA p. 309. 
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De~paxarazization in this instance involved the removal 
of powerful military men from the Caucasus "temporarily" 
during campaigns of varying durations, and permanently, 
through death in foreign lands, 


According to the History of K‘art‘li, the stringent 
requirements involved in participating in Mongol campaigns 
were a major cause of the Caucasian princes’ rebellion 
of 1259-61: 


eeeThe Georgians were menaced because [the 
Mongols] were fightinga protracted and uninterrupted 
war (lasting 7 years] against the Assassins, while 
the Georgians were fighting along with them, divided 
into two sections, Each [Georgian] ruler was 
apportioned [to the service of] one noyin... 1. 


e«{The Georgian lords] all wondered: ‘What 

shall we do without someone of the royal line to 
guide us and fight against the Tatars? We are 
disunited and unable to resist them. So wickedly 
do they menace us that we go off to Alamut each 
year, withstanding all sorts of troubles and 
dangers, 2. 

It is true that the Mongols placed considerable trust 

in certain Armenian lords, such as amirspasalar Sahngah's 

son Zak‘are and Pos Xazbakean who aided in the capture 


of Baghdad (1258) 3. The honors bestowed upon the noted 
A SAS SS i SSS SETS 


1 

KC p. 208; Mur. p. 88 
2 

KC p. 214; Mur. p. 93, 


3 
KG pp. 380, 384, 385. 


military man Tarsayié Orbélean by Abaqa-Khan are also 
noteworthy=, : 


Often the Caucasians suffered decimation , 
In 1261 many Armenian and Georgian warriors died when 
Mongol general Kitbuqa's army in Egypt was wiped out’, 
Prince Sewada Xagenc‘i was killed in the battle for 
Mayyafarixin?, In 1261/62 (710 A.B.) the young prince 
Burt‘el Orbelean died in the North Caucasus, fighting 
Hiilegii's enemy, Berke‘, Caucasians died in the war 


ee 


SO p. 170: "...A4nd because {Tarsayit] was a man powerful 
and intrepid, warlike, and of astounding size, wherever 
he went he displa ed great valor in all warfare: in 
Xhuresan, Syria, um, in Hams and Ham, among the Egyptians 
and in Darband, Mine times personally did he direct the 
battle, as a consequence of which he wags honored with 
many great gifts by the King of Kings and received a 
golden balis which was flat, the size of a fig, and in 
weight one lter--for such was the honor of victory", 


5° 
KG pp. 388-89, 
3 
VA p. 152, 


4 
SO p. 1623 CIA v. III p. 218 (foldout). 
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between Arghun-Khan and Baraq in the mid-1260'gs in Central 
Asia‘, In the late 1270's, Caucasian troops suffered 
dreadful losses during the Mongols’ ill-conceived 
expeditions in Gilan, on the southern shore of the 


Caspian Sea* 


» While in 1282 Caucasian contingents 
fighting again in Egypt were all but wiped out>, In 
1283, in Khurasan, the Georgian king Demitre and his 
army participated on the wrong side in a succession 
atrugele between Abmad and the eventual victor, Arghun-- 
Khan‘, Shortly thereafter the king and his troops were 
taken north to suppress a rebellion in Darband?. 
Geikhatu-Khan crushed a rebellion in Rim with the army 


- Of Demitre's son, David while another part of the Caucasian 


a 
1 

KC DP. 262-643 Mur, PP. 133-35. 
2 

KC p. 2763 Mur. p. 145. 


According to BH p. 457, in 1277 some 2,000 Georgians 
(i.e., Caucasians) were killed in Egypt; KC pp. 278-80 
- DP. 146-49; Het ‘um pp. 58-593 BH p. 464-mentions 
5,000 Caucasian troops fighting in Egypt. 


4 
KC p. 284; Mur, p. 152. 


5 
KC p. 285; Mur.p. 153. 
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troops remained on alert in Maghan*. Around 1305, 
immediately preceding Khar-Banda’s conversion to Islan, 
king Giorgi and various princes were fighting in Iconium*, 
De-naxararization through participation in Mongol exped- 
itions resulted in more than the deaths of thousands 

of men, In the absence of the Raxarar warlords, the 
Caucasus was left without committed defenders to protect 
it from the persistent raids and sorties of Mongols, 


Turks and local rebels, 


De-naxararization also was achieved directly by 
execution, the ordinary punishment for disloyalty, real 
or perceived, The lordly participants in the abortive 
Caucasian uprising of 1248/49, though arrested and con- 
- Gemned to death, nonetheless were released, thanks 
mostly to the humanity of Awag's Mongol friend, general 
Chaghatai. However the rebels’ properties were ravaged 
in reprisal>, Response to the second rebellion of 
1259-61 was less restrained. Unaele to vent their 
anger on the participants immediately, the Mongols 


sae 
2 

KC p. 2963 Mur. p. 162, 

KC p. 3243 Mur, p. 188, 


3 
KG pp. 320-21: VA p, 148, 


destroyed the mausolea of the Georgian kings at Gelat‘i, 
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and the kat ‘oxikosate at Aaczor?, and then arrested the naxarar 


relatives of the rebela: 


(Emir) Arghun seized the Georgian queen 
Gonc’a, her daughter Xodak’, the great prince 
Sahngah, Hasan Jalal, lord of Xagen, and many 
others because of debts and taxes [owed). 
These people gave much treasure and barely 
saved their lives.2. 


Hasan Jalal, however, was tortured to death in 12613, The 


Slane arar zt‘aguhin vrac” 2Gonc‘a 
ars, ew zigxann meo zSahnaah, oe i 
Xagenoy, ew Zayls bazums 


Fy atcafanok ‘ 
rtuc’ ew harki, yoroc’ bazum ganjs afeal, baziw zercan 
mah 


KG pp. 390-91: "But the pious and virtuous prince Jalal 
was molested by impossible tortures, as they demanded 
more taxes from him than he could pay. They put wood on 
his neck and irons on his feet, They dealt with him in 
this manner because of his strong Christianity, for all 
the Muslims were inimical to him and urged Arghun to kill 
him, saying: 'He more (than others] is hostile to our 
religion and laws', Por Arghun alao was Muslim, He took 
{Jalal} to Qazvin. Meanwhile Jalal bore everything with 
praise, for he was very well versed in Scripture, fasting 
and praying, modest in food and drink and desirous of a 
martyr's death. 

"Now Jalal's daughter Ruzuk‘an, wife of Bora Royin 
(son of Chormaghun, first general of the Tatars) went 
to Hillegi’s wife [the Nestorian Christian) Toguz khatun 
to free her father from Arghun's clutches, When the 
impious ostikan [Arghun] learned this, he immediately 
sent executioners and had the blessed and just man killed 
during the night. The impious executioners went and tore 
Jalal's body into pieces...in 1261/62 (710 A.E.)". 


A 
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next year, Zak‘are was murdered-. 


As was pointed out in another Connection, the 
Closeness of certain Caucasian lords to suddenly-diagraced 
Mongol noyins was fatal, Thus in 1289, when Arghun-Khan 
crushed a plot against himself organized by the emir 
Buqa, he also executed king Demitre of Georgia who had 
married Buqa's daughter and was, rightly or wrongly , 
implicated, Similarly, when Geikhatu succeeded his brother 
Arghun as Khan in 1291, he in turn killed off Arghun's 


prominent supporters, among whom were many Armenians*, 


1 

KG p. 393: “Now it happened that Zak‘are yas with Arghun 
and his many troops in Georgia. And Zak‘are went unbe wnst 
to prghun and the other soldiers to see his wife who was 
with her father Sargis, prince of Uxtik’, one of the rebels 
with the Georgian king David, When Arghun learned about 
this, he notified Hiilegii who himself ordered that 
Zak‘are be taken shackled, He heaped other false accusations 
upon him, ordered him killed, dismembered, and thrown 
to the dogs, And when his father SahnSah in the village 
of Ojun heard the bad news, he became aggrieved and died 
of sorrow", 


See below chapter two p. 122 notes 1 and 2, 
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Triumph of the Turkmens 


The barely controllable, plunder-hungry Turkmen 
element which formed the mainstay of the armies of the 
Saljuq conquerors of the llth century also participated 
in all subsequent Turco-Mongol invasions. It had no 
interest in good government or the maintenance of order, 
On the contrary, the nomadic Turkmens solely were concerned 
With the aggrandizement of portable wealth. The lives 
of despoiled populations were of no value to them, unless 
such populations could be sold into slavery, Yet, as 
was pointed out earlier, all Saljuqs and &ll Mongols did 
not share these aims, Consequently, centralizing forces 
Within both the Saljuq and Mongol governments were obliged 
to support a very delicate balance, On the one hand, the 
warlike Turkmens were the best, most determined fighters 
and so were necessary for victorious expeditions, On 
the other hand, the Turkmens' impulse to destroy all and 
move on had to be fought--sometimnes literally-- in order 
for the more sedentary elements to impose taxation on the 
Conquered peoples, and exploit them in a more syetematic 
fashion, But eventually the Turkmens were victorious, 
destroying both organized Turkish and Mongol states, 
Destructive nomadism of the Turkmen type (essentially a 
type of economic parasitism) also was practised by some 
Kurdish and Arab groups operating in southern and south- 


western Armenia, | 


The initial Mongol expedition of 1220/21 was in 
the Caucasus primarily for reconnaiasance, Apart from 
reporting the pilfering of herde and the sack of sone 
few cities, the Caucasian sources do not dwell on unbridled 
Turkmen activity at that time. This reconnaissance arny 
was disciplined and obedient to ite commanders, 


The nature of Turkmen activity becomes clearer with 
the destructive sojourn of Jalal al-Din on the Armenian 
highlands (1225-ca. 1230). During these five bloody years, 
Jalal held the loyalty of the Turkmens in his company by 
giving them full rein, and directing them especially 
against Christians. While the actual devotion to Islam 
of Jalal or of his rude hordes ie questionable, his 
tecnique of directing rampages against Christians effectively 
satisfied the army's lust for plunder and simultaneously 
provided a religious justification for its actions. 
Jalal's career was that of a Turkmen brigand and he died 
the death of an unsuccessful brigand chief, He was abandoned 
vy the army when he was unable to provide it with more 
loot. With his murder, as we have seen, Turkmens in small 
bands continued harassing sedentary populations and 


Caravans all over the Middle East , 


When the Mongols returned in 1236, the Turkmen element 
in their midst was satiated somewhat by the sack of resisting 
cities, However, even in this early period of Mongol rule, 
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when the central government was at its strongest, there 
ide evidence of irregularities. For example, the Armenian 
city of Surb Mari (Surmalu) was sacked by the regular 
Mongol army, but then ravished a second time by a certain 
noble named Lara Bahatur?, Similarly, during the taking 
of Western Armenia, though it was Mongol policy to spare 


surrendering cities, some were sacked nonetheless, because 
chieftains could not control their men, or (perhaps better) 
because so many chieftains themselves were inclined to 
plunder, The centrifugal nomadic element was unaccustomed 
to and uninterested in sedentary government and its forms. 
The Turco-Mongol nomads were unhappy at the fixed rates 

of taxation imposed on subject populations, Indeed, their 
Constant illegal exactions were the root cause behind each 
Caucasian rebellion*, Nor, Clearly, did this element 
fancy the exalted stations given to some of the Caucasian 
nobles. For example, the death of Awag's influential 
patron, the Mongol general Chormaghun in 1242/43 led to 
an increase in disorders of all sorts. Turkmens immediately 


plotted (unsuccessfully) to murder Awag?, When the same 


: 
KG p. 260, 

2 
KG pp. 263-643 GA pp. 321, 323. 


3 
KG p. 264, 
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elements in the army learned about Plans for a Caucasian 
rebellion (1249/50): 


«+esuddenly all the nobility of the Tatar 
army held a council, armed, and universally 
wanted to ravage the lands of Armenia and 
Georgia, [lands] obedient to them, because the 
Georgian king sought to rebell with all the 
princes...{the Mongols] wanted generally to 
destroy everyone, 1, 


Awag's patron and friend Chaghatai prevented thia, and 
in a drammatic appeal to the furious Mongols presented 
the views of the centrai government, barely preventing 


&@ massacre of the captured naxarare: 


e+-One of the senior leaders, general of 
the entire army named Chaghatai, a friend of 
Awag, Came amidst the arme troops and said to 
them: 'We have no order from the an to kill 
those who are obedient to us, gtand in service 
to us, and pay taxes to the Khan, And the 
reality of their rebellion ig not certain, But 
if we destroy thez without cause, you will be 
responsible to the Khan, 2, 


Though the paxarars were not executed, the Turkmens, 


nonetheless, were allowed to vent their rage on the Caucasian 


1 

KG p. 319: "...yankarcaki xorhurd areal amenayn awaganin 
Z‘at‘ar zorun, watee ec‘an zinu ew Keane ab hasarak kotorel 
gabxarhs Heyes’ ew_Vrac*” ghnazandeals fereane = vasn 
ays patcari, te apastambel kami tagaworn vrac’ amenayn 
gyepist patcari, 22 8 hasarak kotorel gamenesin™.  - 


2 = -_ 
KG p. 320: "...Mi omn yawag glxaworac‘n, or_soravar er 
amenayn zorun, Catatay anun pora, or arekamn er Awagin, 
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population’, 


Centrifugal elemente within the Mongol army of 
occupation were not the only ones facing Armenians and » 
Georgians. According to Bar Hebraeus and the History of 
K‘art'li, in the 1230's and 1240's, remnants of Jalal 
al-Din's nomadic Khwarazmian army entered Georgia and 
harassed the settled population®, Khwarazmian mercenaries 
also operated in the Mayyafarikin area in southwestern 
Armenia during the 1240's, In 1255, Mongol rebels despoiled 


2 torel aa ik, bnazandeal en me 
aman 4 ganen kotore os sreatik’ en Senin, a et & 
% e xotokek _zno 
afanc’ pattati, duk‘ tayk* patasxani fanin"= = = 


KG pp. 320-21: "{The Mongols] attacked Georgia, falling 
upon many districts of the rebels and non-rebels. They 
cut down many people and took even more captive; a count- 
less multitude of men, women and children they drowned in 
the river. And this took place in 1249/50 (698 A.E.)", 
VA p. 148: ".,.Countless numbers were killed and enslaved, 
villages and fields (were destroyed], and they disgraced 
women in Armenia, but more so in Georgia" . 


BH p. 402; KC pp. 212-15; Mur. pp. 91-92. 


3 
BH p. 403. 
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villages around Melitene/Malatya”, and still were active 


in the same area at the close of the decade“, Purther- 
more, the arrival in Hiilegii's realm of some seven of 
Chingiz-Khan's unruly grandchildren from the North, and 
their partial settlement in the Caucasus (mid-1250's) 
introduced another centrifugal force given over to pillaging. 
In the late 1250's the Caucasus was ravaged by one of 

these arrivals, Iul?, In 1268 another of the émigrés, 
Tegtider, rebelled from the Il-Khans, causing chaos and 


destruction in Armenia and Georgia’. 


Because of anti-Islamic feeling among the Mongols 
at the time of the invasion, the shamanist Turkmens' rage 
often was channeled against Muslims-~much to the delight 
of beleaguered Christians. However, Mongol religious 
policy was quite complex, and underwent numerous 
shifts. For example, at the time of the census conducted 
by Arghun and Buqa (1243), Kirakos said that Buqa 
"..-had assembled brigands from among the Persians 


and Tatike, who mercilessly performed deeds of cruelty 


1 
BH p. 420, 
2 
BE pd. 425-26, 
3 
GA pp. 327, 329. 


4 
KC pp. 258-673 Mur. pp. 129-37. 


and were especially inimical toward the Christians"?, 

Yet in 1258, during the siege of Baghdad, the Mongols 
encouraged the Christians in their army brutally to 
exterminate the city's Muslim population. But in 
retaliation for the Caucasian rebellion of 1259-61, 
Mongols destroyed churches and the Georgian kat ‘otikosate 
itself, and the emir Arghun (himself a Muslim) had the 
Christian prince Hasan Jalal tortured’ to death for 


failure to apostasize*, Clearly, Mongols adroitly 


used the Christians in Muslim areas and the Muslins in 


Christian Caucasia for espionage and maintenance of terror, 


With the increasing Islamization of the Mongols, 
their policy changed. Once again, as had happened during 
the invasions of the Saljuqs and the Khwarazmians, 
fanatical Islam was wed to the nomads' lust for booty. 
From toward the end of the 13th century to beyond the end 
of the 14th century, anti-Christian persecutions prevailed 
almost uninterruptedly, What earlier had been punishment 
meted out to an occasionally recalcitrant naxarar became 


the generalized fate of all Christians refusing to convert, 
Nomads of all kinds of backgrounds, circulating in different 


1 
KG p. 3132 ".. zi Zohoveal sr er dwr ars srikaye 4 pare ic 
i tatkac’ ork’ gorce sin aare sap ah ean ew yr 
on . abawel c‘Tistonete?, ze 


KG DP. 390-91, 
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parts of the Armenian highlands, attacked churches, 
monasteries, wealthy and poor Christians. Already in 

the late 1270's Turkmens killed Sargis, the influential 
bishop of Erzinjan’, In 1290, the anti-Christian lord 

of Mayyafarikin had the Armenian lord of Mus assassinated 
and then persecuted the monks of Taron*, In 1290/91 a 
peripatetic Armenian priest, Grigor, was killed at Xarberd, 


and 45 Armenian mecatuns in the city were arrested. It 


18 interesting that this episode is recounted both in 
Bar Hebraeus” and in an Armenian martyrology. In the 
Armenian account, the Mongol governor barely restrained 
a Muslim mob from killing the 45 merchants. This scene 
is reminiscent of Kirakos' account of Chaghatai's rescue 


of the arrested naxarars (1249/50). It is one of the 


last examples of such restraint to be found in the sources: 


«e-BDut a certain chief named T‘at‘2aray,of the 
Nation of the Archers, got up, mounted a horse, ae 
Ccame] with his troops, snatched the bound [prisoners] 
away from them and set them free in peace, Then 
he threatened (the would-be killers] saying: ‘Were 
you to slay such citizens, _what answer should I give 
to the world-conquering Khan by whom I was sent 
te guard this city? 4. © 


; 

SA p. 162. Samuel's continuator places the murder in 1272, 
though the Annals of Bishop Step‘annos (MC vol. 1 p. 44) 
puts it in 1276. See above ch. two pp, 120-21 n. 1. 


2 
BH p. 484, 
3 
BH PP. 483-84, 


4 
ANM p. 115. 
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In the coming decades, no "answer" would have been 
necessary, as anti-Christian persecution becane policy, 
Such persecutions, executions, confiscations, and des- 
tructions of churches were reported from all parts of 
historical Armenia’, Anti-Christian persecution wags 


launched formally with the plundering and killing exped- 
- SS NS ns Snnnsuus 


For the first decade of the 14th century, surviving 
Colophons speak of persecutions and Confiscations at . 
Azt‘amar (14CC p, 41), and of Turkmen attacks on Tayk‘/ 
Tao (KC pp. 310-12; Mur. pp. 175-77). During the second 
decade there were destructions of monasteries in parts of 
northeastern Armenia (14CC p. 66), and at Karin (14CC p, 
102, also the martyrdom of bishop Grigor Karnec'i d, 1321/ 
22 ANM pp, 121-27), persecutions in southern Armenia at 
Abt *amar (14CC p.114), Varaga (14CC pp. 136-37), Berkri 
( 14CC p, 144), Sebastia (14CC p. 163). The thira decade 
brought a slight relaxation of the terror, but soon it 
escalated again (VI p. 164). In the fourth decade, 
persecution was reported from Iranian Tabriz (14CC p. 283), 
Loti in northern Armenia (14CC p.249), Aat‘amar (14CC p, 
259), Goat’n (14CC p, 281), and Erenjan, This ‘last city 
was attacked by a coalition of Mongols, Turkmensa and 
Kurds (14CC p, 305). In the fifth decade persecutions, 
seat nee and massacres continued at Erzicjan Mice Pp. 
325), Tayk tec De goat Bayburt and Tevrike (14CC p, 
369), C*ana (14CC p, 379) and between 1350 and 1360 

occurred at Azt‘amar (14CC pp, 405, 414), Erz: jan (14CC 

p. 411), and Bjni (VP pp, 169-70). In the seventh decade 
| there were persecutions, expulsions, massacres and des- 

tructions of churches in Hayoc’ Jor near Julamerik 

(14CC p. 458) and Mud (14CC p, 483). Reference to persec- 

utions in the above cities should not be taken to mean 
that persecutions occurred solely there and solely at 
that date. <Anti-Christian terror was a permanent feature 
of the 14th century and it wag general throughout the 
Armenian highlands, north, south, east, and west, though 
its scale and intensity did vary greatly. 
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itions of Nauruz (1295/96) during the reign of Ghazan-Khan, 
Whether or not Ghazan at firat knew about Nauruz' activities 
is disputed from source to source, Granted, Naurus 
eventually was hunted down and executed at Ghazan's 

Command, with Christian Caucasians gleefully participating, 
But by then, the Turkmens were no longer controllable, 


Not surprisingly, the "hellish and bitter" 14th 
century did not produce literary historians such as 
Kirakos, Vardan, or Step‘annos. The disorganized history 
of T’owma Mecop‘ec‘i (a, ca. 1446) does speak of the 
last three decades of the 14th century, but for the 
first seven decades, only the humble authors of chronicles 
and colophons, many of them anonymous, detail the persec-~ 
utions, plunderings of churches and famines. They do not 
speak of land disputes among naxarara--many of whom 
already had quit the country, had apostasized, or been 
killed, 


In the 1320's, Grigor, bishop of Karin/Erzerum was 
killed after refusing to convert?, In 1334 Christians 
were obliged to wear special blue badges as a visible 


indicator of their subordinate status“, just as economically 
eens 
1 

SA p. 167 dates this in 1321/22, while ANM p, 123 has 
1326/27, 


2 
SA p. 165, 


their subordinate status was made formal years before 
(1301/2) by the inception of the xkharaj tax, an annual 

tax on Christians?, The requirement of the blue badge, 
kerchief, or hat, to set the Christians apart from Muslims 
was observed by the Bavarian captive, Johann Schiltberger 
around 1400, and so was a feature of the entire 14th 


century“, 


With the breakdown of the IlpKhanid government in the 
1330's, various Turkmen, Mongol, and Kurdish bands 
became completely unchecked, For example, in 1343, the 
Qara Qoyunlu (Black Sheep) Turkmens (who had established 
bases in Bagrewand and Kaj}berunik’ in the late 13th 
century) were ceaselessly raiding around Xlat‘>, The 
Spanish Muslim traveller Ibn Battuta in 1333 noted that 
Karin/Erzerum was “mostly in ruins as a consequence of 
a factional feud which broke out between two groups of 
furkmens there"*, During the 1330's and 1340's, the 
Cities of Erenjan, Sebastia/Sivas, and Karin/Erzerum 


were under almost constant seige by rival nomadic groupa>. 
ee 
1 

SA p. 165. 

JS p. 74. 
3 

14CC p. 334, 


Battuta p. 437. 


5 


SA pp. 167~69, 
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Xlat‘ was captured by Turkmene in 13597, Furthermore, 
in the 1380's, Timur's detachments frequently battled 
with Qara Qoyunlu and Kurdish groups. In the Capazjur 
and Mug areas and near Karin/Erzerum, the Turkmens 
successfully resisted Timir's advance’, In 1382 Turkmen 
groups were fighting in the plain of Artas?, During 

his second invasion (1395) Timur raided Turkmen areas 


centered at Arées on Lake Van's northern shore*, 


Concomitant with the chaos occasioned by warring 
nomads went persecution of Christians--especially of the 
Clerical nobility. In 1387/as, Step‘annos, archbishop 
of Sebastia/Sivas was executed for failure to convert, 
His monastery of St, NSan was converted into a dervish 
sanctuary, and other churches there were demolishea>, 


In 1393/94, kat‘otikos Zak'aria of Azt‘amar and the 


kat ‘odikos of Sis, Teodoros both were executed®, Between 


——— 


1 
SA p. 169. 
2 
TM p. 22, 
3 
SA p. 170, 
4 
TM pp. 46-47, 
5 
ANM pp. 144-45, 


6 
SA p. 172. 
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1403 and 1406, according to the Spanish anbassador 
Clavijo, Timur demolished the churches of Erenjan and 
Bekatid?, 


The triumph of the Turkmens drained Armenif in 
numerous ways, H. Manandyan and IL, Babayan have observed 
the collapse of Armenia's economy, pointing out the 
incompatibility of the nomadic economic eystem with the 
agricultural and mercantile economy of Armenia’, The 
Mongols expropriated for their own use vast tracts of 
land in Armenia, taking certain choice farming areas for 
summer and winter pasturage for their herds. The slopes 
of the Aragac mountains, and the areas of Vayoc' Jor, 
parts of the plain of Ayrarat, and-areas around Karin/ 
Erzerum, Van, Berkri, and Baies/Bitlis became summer 
yaylas, while Vaspurakan, the Ayrarat plains and the 
Xarberd region were used for wintering places”, These 
areas formerly had been under intensive agricultural 
development, but increasingly in the late 13th and in the 


14th century they became semi-desert’, Parte of southern 


Clav. pp. 130, 138. 
2 


HA. Manandyan, Trade, chp. VI pp. 201-202, chp. VI 
assim: LH, Babayan, Aknarkne wi Snadareen hevostang 
pataut iwnic (Episodes from the istory of edieval | 
rmenial | Kotvorakan feodalakan tntesajev tirapetut yan 
hetevank ‘nero natakyac  Zotovurdneri tntesakan 2 wa 
onsequences of the Dominance of the omadic Feudal 
Economic System on the Economic Life of Sedentary Peoples}* 
CEpisodes)pp. 77-119, 


Episodes p.83, 
HAP p. 657, 
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and western Armenia were used almost solely for animal 
husbandry. The Mongols and Turkmen nomads used the 
area between Ermjan, Bayberd, and Sebastia/Sivas, and 
areas around Van and in Diyarbakr for these purposes, , 
also’, Not only was good farmland allowed to desiccate, 
but with the mass enslavings and deportations of whole 
villages, there were even fewer farmers; and with the 
masse theft of livestock, remaining farmers often were 
deprived of their only source of power for pulling the 


plow, 


A part of the Caucasian land-owning class also was 
deprived of land and driven to bankruptcy by the Mongols' 
excessive tax demands, Already by the time of the 
princes’ rebellion of 1259-61, the sources speak of the 


impoverishment of some of the princes: 


ooWith (the rebel king David] went many 
other great princes of districts who were 
harassed and harried, bankrupt, and who had 
mortgaged cities and’ districts, but were still 
unable to satiate the evil, leech-like appetite 
{of the Mongols]. 2, 


1 
HAP p, 658. 


2 

KG p. 389: "...ond mma ew ayl mecamec dbzank ' ans a 
neheatic’ ew tafapealk » caneale “ew Brew edea y edealk’ at 
ew zgaw genes, , ew of kar earec “ealk’ yagec ‘uc “anel aanyace’ eet 


man “ean Sar tzrkac tzrkac’ 
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At the same time that certain large landholders were 
selling their estates, a few Mongol favorites such as 
Sahmadin, Umek, Snorhawor and Sadun Arcruni were purchasing 
them and became landholders after the example of the 

Mongol sristocrats, owning huge properties in different 
states. However, the wealth of these few lords, accun- 
ulated from trading and land speculation, cannot serve 


as an index of the country's prosperity. 


The decline of Armenia's cities in this period 
Was caused by Turkmen ravages, excessive taxation, and 
by the transferal of the international trade routes, 
Rashid al-Din speaking about the disastrous situation 
at the beginning of the 14th century, wrote that five 
of every ®n houses were deserted, and that numerous 
cities on both sides of the Euphrates had been abandoned”, 
Bamd Allah Mustawfi Qazvini noted the decline of cities 
and townsin Caucasia across the Armenian highlands in 
his day (1340). Speaking of Georgia and Abxagia, he 
stated that "revenues in time of their native kings 
amounted to near 5,000,000 dinars of the present currency; 
but in our times the government only obtains 1,202,000 din- 
ara", Adout Rum, which embraced western Armenia, he 


said: “Ite revenues at the present day amount to 3,300,000 


Rashid, III pp. 308-309; Yov. ¥43. p. 992. 


3 
Qp. 94, 


dinars as set down in the registers; but during the time 
of the Saljuqs they were in excess of 15,000,000 dinars 
of the present currency"?, The walls of Sebastia/Sivas 
were in ruins*sAwnik was in ruins? Bayburt "was a 
large town; it is now but a small one"‘, Mus “in former 
times a large city, but now a ruin"?; Berkri “a small 
town, that was a large place fornmerly"®; "Van is a fortress 
and Vastan (Ostan) was a large town formerly, but now 
only of medium size"’, xiat‘ "is the Capital of this 
province (Greater Armenia] and ite revenues in former 
days amounted to near 2,000,000 dinars of the present 
currency; but now the total sum paid is only 390,000 


dinare"®, Until the Saljuq invasions, Siwnik‘’ had some 
a ee 


1 

Qp. 95. 
2 

ibid, 
3 

Qp. 96. 
4 

ibid, 
5 

Qp. 105, 
6 

Q p. 100, 
7 

Q. pe. 101. 


8 
Q. p. 100, 
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1,000 villages, while at the end of the 13th century, 

the figure had declined by 331 to 677 Villages, According 
to Samuel of Ani and Matthew of Edessa, the former 
Arcrunid kingdom in Vaspurakan had over 4,000 villages, 
but 13th and 14th century authors speak of that area 

with distress, as if describing a desert?, Furthermore, 
in the 1550's the trade routes shifted away from the 
northern cities of Ani and Kars, to southern cities of 
Xlat‘, Mayyafarikin/Np‘rkert, and artes, helping to 
impoverish northeastern Armenia*, Not surprisingly, it 
is precisely from the mid-14th century that the great 
naxarar families of northeastern Armenia quickly fade 
from the sources, literary and inscriptional, Influential 
Zak‘arids, Vatuteans and Progeans (known as guch, and 

not by a different surname) are unknown after 1360, and 
noteworthy Orbeleans and Dop‘eans are mentioned last 

at the end of the 14th century>, 


An important aspect of the Turkmens' triumph concerns 
the settlement of Turco-Mongol populations across the 
Armenian highlands, Regrettably, the sources do not 
contain much information on this question. The sources 
mention Mongols established in the area between Erzisjan 
ee ee 
1 

HAP p. 661. 
2 
Manandyan, Trade, pp. 197-200, 


3 

HAP pp. 642-44, R, Hewsen's articles("The Meliks" in 
REA)have demonstrated the probable survival of "noble" 
status within melik families descended from the naxarars 
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Bayburt and Sebastia/Sivas; Qara-Qoyunlu Turkmen in the 
Lake Van basin; Aq-Qoyunlu Turkmen in the Amida-Diyarbakr 
area’, Presumably some of those areas of southern 
and western Armenia which the nomade used for their 
qaylas eventually were transformed into sedentary 
Communities, In the 1403-1406 period, Clavijo 
encountered but two yaylas, one near Bekafid and the 
other in ErnJak, though clearly there must have been 
more“, Johan Schiltberger speaks of Turkmens in the 
Samsun area, renting pasturage>, With time, nore 
and more Turkmens began settling in or near cities, 
Clavijo observed that both Erzinjan and Ani--two traditionally 
Armenian cities--had Turkmen governors, and that Bekaftiz 
had an Armenian and a Turkish suburb‘, 


LC A re reteerns snore 


1 
Episodes p. 86, 
2 


Clav. pp. 138, 148, 
3 
JS p. 14, 


4 
Clav. PP. 138-39, 333. 
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Naxarar Reactions to Mongol Control Techniques of the 
13-14th Centuries 


Naxarar reactions to the different control techniques 


used by the Mongols before and after their Islamization 
were varied, but contained no elements previously unknown 
in the long histor of the paxarars, We have observed 
naxarar reaction to the invasions: when united nilitary 


resistance proved impossible, the naxarars holed up in 


their mountain fortresses; when they learned that the 
Mongols spared those submitting peaceably, the naxarars 


submitted, making separate often highly advantageous arrange- 
ments with their new overlords. As for the domination, 


naxarar reactions to Mongol control techniques in the 


13-14th centuries may be grouped under five major headings. 
The lords (1) attempted when possible to exploit the 

rivalry between different centers of Mongol authority; 

(2) rebelled, when feeling themselves sufficiently 

powerful or when driven to it by Mongol excesses; (3) 
emigrated from the Armenian highlands in large numbers; 

(4) Islamized in large numbers, and (5) withstood everything, 
retaining the Christian faith and aleo a certain leverage | 
with the Turco-Mongol régimes, Some lords of totally 
impregnable fortresses became Caravan-looters and bandits, 
Other lords sometimes were able to retain certain privileges 


and even family lands through the process of Giving their 


lands to religious establishments under the control 
of clerical representatives of the secular lord's 


own family. 


The naxarars traditionally attempted to exploit 


big power rivalries whenever they believed that they 
stood to gain leverage thereby, This required the 
existence of two or more foreign rivals powerful enough 
potentially to balance each other and also willing to 
intervene militarily or diplomatically in the Caucasus, 
Did such @ situation exist in the 13-14th centuries? it 
certain times it did, although it did not produce the 
results hoped for by the naxarare., The two Mongol rivals 
were the [1-Khan state in Iran, centered at Tabriz, and 
the state of the Norther Tatars (the Golden Horde) centered 
at Sarai on the Volga river. The rivalry between these 
two, which broke into open warfare in the mid-1260's, 

" manifested itself at least twenty years earlier, 
Influence over the Caucasus, which each side regarded 

as its own, was but one factor in this dispute, but the 
Crucial one from the standpoint of certain Caucasian 


lords seeking maneuverability, 


At the time of the Mongol conquest (1236), queen 
Rusudan of Georgia fled for safety to the diatant city 
of Kutais in northwestern Georgia. The Mongols sent 
emissaries (including Armenian naxarars) to her demanding 
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her submission and that she send then her son David Rusudanean 


e+e Byt she did not do so, and instead 
sent Iwane's son Awag who was amo in the 
Tatar army (“had already submitted) with a 
few soldiers to the Tatars, saying: {Until 
the ambassador whom I sent to the Xhan your 
king returns, I cannot come to you... 1. 


It was at this point that the enraged Mongole enthroned 
Rusudan's nephew, the legitimate heir, David Lagaean: 


Now when David's aunt Rusudan heard © 
about this, she fled to Abxazia and Svanetia 
with her son, the other David (i.e. David 
Rusudanean), and sent ambassadors to the 
other Tatar commander, Batu, a relative of 
the Khan... She offered him her submission, 


Batu ordered her to reside in Tiflis, and 
no one opposed_this, since during this time 
the [Great] Khan had died, 2, 


Rusudan's plans were thwarted when the Mongols decided to 
enthrone both Davids, indicating that two could Play the 
same game, But with the deepening of hostilities between 
the f1-Khans and the Northern Tatars, the question of 
Georgian allegiance became Crucial. Indeed, years later, 
when Hillegii was planning to kill hostage membera of king 
David Ladaean's family, he was prudently stopped by 

his wife: 


KG p. 288: ",,, ra) . akaw £ 
ew.i jenn kaa in tek be "" 2 of arareal ond nat at sone 
ve af nosa_aselov. "Wingfew e ekeal despann im, zor 
yzec ‘i af xaiann, ark‘a te oF karem gal af jez, 


— eee 


2 ° 
KG p. 289: "Isk horak‘o ora Ruzudan” ibrew luaw zZayn 
Pp ‘axeaw TAR xaze “ew 1 Saat “oFaWOVES iweee miws Dawt aw 


ew yieac” de ft miws zoragldx t at ‘arin, © anun — 
ar Heil, acaakan iania a eb ao 
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~ Remember too that your brother, the great 
Khan Batu's son [Berke] has sent many emissaries 
and given great gifts [to David} so that they 
give(him] the Darial [pase] and the western 
highway, and that both are in his (David's) hands 
ecofor should the army of Batu's ulus and that 
of the [Georgian] king unite, there shall be 
great disorder, i. 


In the very last years of the 13th Century once again the 
Georgian king attempted alliance with the Northern 

Tatars, sending his son and brother to them, Despite 

his disloyalty, the I1-Khana were sufficiently concerned 
to seek recenciliation with the king “so that the king 
would swear an oath of loyalty to Ghazan, and not 

permit passage to Batu's grandson, the great Khan Toqta"*, 
With the deterioration of the sowces in the 14th century, 
references to alliances with the Northern Tatars disappear, 
However, the Northern connection remained a double-edged 


sword, as the events of the late 1380's were to prove, 


Was the Georgian royal family alone among the lords 
to attempt using the Golden Horde for leverage? Apparently 
not. Hasan Jalal believed that he could achieve maneuver- 
ability similarly, It was from Batu that Hasan received 
Anji status (ca, 1257) although eventually he too was 


dma nstel 4 Tp*xis, ew sok‘a of enddjmac’ “anzi end 
awurs cid aye poh? ie ann", ce = 


1 
KC pp. 245-46; Mur. p. 118, 
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thwarted by local Mongols and had to visit the Great 
Khan Méngke to complain*, Probably, however, naxarar 
attempts to play off the two inimical Mongol states 


were not common, 


It is interesting that at the very end of our period, 
after all of Timur's decimations, enslavements and 
executions we find at least one naxarar seeking leverage 
from the rivalry of two strong powers, The Armenian 
governor of Erzirjan, called Taharten by Clavijo and 
T‘axrat‘an by T‘ovma Mecop‘ec‘i, was blamed by Clavijo 
for causing strife and warfare between his Ottoman 
lord Bayaziad, and Timur: 


Now the causes that led to the Sultan of 
the Turks having knowledge of the Mongol Tartars 
and what indeed brought Timur first into Asia 
Minor, where he afterwards fought and conquered 
Sultan Bayazid, the causes thereof, I say, were 
these, The lord of the city of Arzinjan was at 
that time as already explained, the prince 
Taharten: and his territories neighbored those 
of the Turk. fre Sultan had lately become most 
avaricious to possess all that region, and more 
especially to be master of that atrong castle 
of Camag which Taharten jealously guarded as his 
own, Sultan Bayazid thereupon was prompted to 
send to Taharten a message demanding of him that 
he should pay tribute, and also that he should 
deliver into his care that castle of Camag. 
To this Taharten replied that willingly would 
he pay tribute, acknowledging the Sultan as 
his overlord, but that the Caste of Camag he 
would not deliver over to the Turks. To Taharten 
the answer shortly came back that it would be 
for his peace to deliver it up, otherwise he 
Would certainly lose both it and his whole 
territory. Now prince Taharten had by this 
time already heard of Timur and his mighty deeds, 
and how he was engaged waging war in Persia, 
where all the Persian princes had been subjugated, 
Taharten therefore sent envoys to Timur, with 
gifts and letters, beseeching him that he would 


Come to hia aid against the Turk, and he offered 
to place both himself and his territories 
completely at the disposal and service of Timur. 
Timur on this, despatched an envoy to Sultan 
Bayagzid with letters in which he informed the 
Sultan that prince Taharten was become his 
subject and vassal. Hence for his own honor he, 
Timur, could not allow aught of dishonor to be 
done to Taharten or the matter should be requited 
at the Sultan's hands.n.l. 


Another naxarar response to Mongol control was 
rebellion and armed resistance, The naxarar rebellions 
which already have been discussed in different contexts 
in this study, all were caused by Mongol excesses, 
Nonetheless, all of them failed because the Mongols 
Controlled the loyalty of certain principal lords 
who informed on the conspirators, At times, Caucasian 
revolt amounted to little more than flight far into 
the inaccessible mountains, but on other occasions, 
the rebels did have some leverage or at least aid, be 
it the real or presumed assistance (mostly diplomatic) 
from the Golden Horde, or be it from alliance with 
Mongol rebels, The sources contain several instances 


of such entente cordiale between Caucasian and Mongol 


2 


rebels", Given the numerical superiority of Mongol troops, 


and their renowned discipline, and given the mountainous 


1 
Clav. pp. 131-32, 
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terrain of Caucasia, such revolts always took the 
form of guerrilla warfare, It is noteworthy that 
despite the demonstrated exhaustion of Armenia during 
the 14th century, there still was some scattered 


resistance offered to Timur: 


-.-Now a pious tanuter named Martiros, 
an extremely strong warrior from the village 
of Kozb (in northeastern Armenia], mercifull, 
& lover of the poor, went up onto Bardod 
mountain which others call T‘akalt‘u, With 
him were extremely manly and brave youths 
from the village. They saved all the Believers 
through a great battle and with the intrepid 
aiding power of mighty God, Jesus Christ, 
our Savior, And though [Timur's men} fought 
many times, they were unable to take that 
mountain, But subsequently [Martiros] was 
murdered by an unclean Turkmen named Sahat’ 
--drowned in the waters of the Araz, far from 
human sight. l. 


In addition to Koab, the Pfodean city of Sahaponk’, and 
Surmari and Bjni also offered resistance to Timur“. 

Most remarkable of all were the auccesses of the Georgian 
monarch against Timur, In the early years of the 15th 
century, king Giorgi VII undertook a marauding exped- 
ition of revenge against Muslim settlements, It was 
reminiscent of amirspasalar Zak‘are's final campaign 


TM pp. 17-18, The present writer regrets that he is unable 
to furnish the classical Armenian texts for TM. 80 my khov-. 
ledge there is no copy of Sahnazarean's 1860 edition in 
the United States. The above passage has been extracted 
from a full translation of Mecop‘ec‘i's History done 
by the present writer, during the winter of 1546/77 in 

evan, 
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through Naxijewan, Juza, through Azarbaijan to Marand, 
Tabriz and Qazvin in 1211-127, 


Emigration of naxarars from Armenia was caused 
by two factors: the breakdown of conditions deemed 
essential by the mecatuns for internatbnal trade, and (from 
the inception of Islamization) anti-Christian terror 


aimed especially at the prominent and well-to-do. 
Emigration to escape Mongol domination probably began 

in the 1220's during the decade of Chaos. Already 

by the time of the French Franciscan William of Rubruck's 
visit to Ani (1255), even the Zakarids were looking for 


_—__ 


1 

"It was about this time [1405/6] that the king ofGeorgia 
of whom we have already spoken, came out in rebellion, 
He invaded the country round and about Ani and Erzerun, 
which is of Greater Armenia, and extended his raid down 
even to Tabriz, plundering and burning many villages and 
hamlets, spreading terror on all hands. The Moslems 
of Tabriz held that Prince Omar must of his duty march 

to their defence, but he failed to come, But next he 

sent in hia place, giving him command in Tabriz, a certain 
great noble [of whom we have already spoken] a very old 
man, him whose name was Omar Toban, who at the head of 

some 5,000 horse had hitherto been stationed on the Georgian 
frontier of those parts, From the country round Tabriz 
troops were hurriedly Collected, these numbering some 
15,000 horse, and forthwith proudly marched through the 
streete of that city, where they made a very fine display. 
Then these all took their departure for the frontier in 

the region of the Alatag Plains, which are of Greater 
Armenia, No sooner had king George heard of their approach 
than he marched out with 5,000 of his horsemen to encounter 
them: ,and coming fell on them at night. Taking them thus 
by surprise, he slew most of these men, while such as 
‘escaped fled back to Tabriz, where the terror and confusion 
of the Moslem folk became very great"(Clav, P. 323). 
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a@ way out: 


eo.We came to the country of Sahensa(Sahngah) 
once the most powerful Georgian prince, but now 
tributary to the Tartars, who have destroyed all 
its fortified places, His father, Zacharias by 
name, had got this country of the Armenians, for 
delivering them from the hands of the Saracens, 


I took a meal with thie Sahensa; and he showed 
me great politeness, ae did hie wife and his son 
Called Zacharias, a very fine and prudent young 
man, who asked me, whether if he should come to 
you (the Pope}, you would keep him with you; for 
so heavily does he bear the domination of the 
Tartars, that though he has abundance of all things, 
he would prefer to wander in foreign lands to 
bearing their domination. Moreover, they told me 
that they were sons of the Roman Churchs and if 
the lord Pope would send them some assistance, 
they would themselves subject all the neighboring 
countries to the Church, 1. 


The sources contain no references to emigration of 


paxarare and their dependents en masse , of the sort 


known from earlier times, Nor may much specific be 

seid about emigration in the 13th century generally, 
beyond the fact that it occurred (and probably wae 
widespread), because of a lack of information. Some 
i3th century colophons written by clerics from 

Greater Armenia merely mention the fact that the authors 
themselves fled from the Mongols, sometimes adding the 
name of an occasional lord who also left. Cilicia 

seems to have been a favorite refuge for many Greater 


Armenians, though colophons written in Armenian centers 
ennai ee eee 


1 
WR pp. 271-72. 


in Italy are not unknown. In the 14th century, the 
Crimea became a favorite refuge for mecatun merchants, 


and its trading capital of Kafa also became a major 
center of Armenian culture’, 


Given the inextricable connection between the 
Church and the State in Armenia, it should come as 
no surprise that the powerful families diversified their 
talents and wealth into both areas in the 13-14th 
centuries, Just as in Arsacid times, in this period 
also the bishop of a given district usually was the 
brother or other close relation of the district's 
secular lord, When a given régime granted the Church 
tax-free status or other privileges, the secular lords 
attempted to transfer the family holdings to the (family) 
Church, to avoid paying taxes, or to obtain other 


advantages. Each of the Major naxarar families groomed 


Certain members (sometimes selected at birth) for 
specific offices in the Church. Their ideal was the 
situation obtaining in the late 13th century in Siwnik‘, 
ruled by the secular naxarar Elikum Orbelean. The 


metropolitan of Siwnik‘ was his brother, Step ‘annos*, 


ne 


1 
Por example: 1233/34 col, Aligan, Hay. #318 "B", p.$573 


1238/39 col, Aligan, #318 "C", p.4583 1239/40 col. Yov. Yig., 


PP. 956-373 1240/41 col. Yov. Yis.,pp. 941-42, to cite 

: few of the earlier ones, ied a. OM, Foz neestan' 6 3 
rmianskaia miniatiura Kryma (Armenian Miniatures of 
rimea revan, 1978), 
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With increasing frequency the 13th century inscriptions 
mention the tustoing of lands and villages on certain 
monasteries, and virtually all 14th century inscriptions 
speak of it, The ganting of land to the naxararized 
churches was used as a device not only to avoid onerous 
land taxes but also as a means of retaining control of 

the district in the event of the naxarars! departure to 
another land, temporarily or permanently, The Arcrunides, 
it will be remembered, had made such an arrangement already 
in the llth century when king Senek‘erim quit Vaspurakan 
but retained control of numerous monasteries -. Over 

many centuries the Arceunid Xedenekeans and Sefedineans 

did indeed retain control of some parts of Vaspurakan, 
especially Ait‘amar where they set up their own kat ‘odikos- 
in the early 12th century. It is not impossible that the 
vardapet Mazak‘ia of the late 14th century, rentioned 

by T’ovma Mecop‘ec‘i, was in eastern Armenia to keep an 

eye on the property of his prosperous family, which had 


moved to the Crimea some time before: 


+,+(Mazak‘ia) was from the seaside city of 
rim (Crimea), son of an extremely wealthy family. 
He left his inheritance and came to the great 
vardapet Yovhannes, Receiving from him the authority 
of vardapet, ([Mazak‘ia] went to the district of 
NaxCuan and constructed Armenian monasteries, 2 ,. 


a 


1 
See above pp. 167-08, and Appendix B p. 279, 


2 
tu Pp. 15, 


The same may be true of Mazak ‘ia's teacher, vyardapet 
Yovhannés kaxik Orotnec‘i, "son of the great prince 


Iwane, from the line of the first princes of Siwnik"?, 
At the end of our period, the Spanish ambassador Clavijo 
reported on a similar situation, Enroute to timir in 
1403, Clavijo lodged in the southeastern district of 
Maku with the Armenian loré of that mountainous area, 


a Roman Catholic named Nur ad-Din: 


The governor (Nur ad-Din) further had at 
home there another son, younger than that other, 
and in conversation he informed us that this 
second son of his, not being a man of arms like 
his brother, but learned and a skilled granmarian 
in the Armenian language, he desired that 
should God grant us to return home from Samarqand 
Passing by the way of this his Castle, he would 
fain confide this youth to our care, to carry 
him with us to Spain. MThen our King, who, he 
trusted might favor him, would recommend him to 
the Pope, beseeching his holiness to ordain hin 
a bishop over hia father's province. It is 
indeed a wonder how the Christians of this 
Castle of Maku hold their own thus surrounded by 
the Moslem folk and so far estranged from all 
Christian succour: they are in fact of the 
Armenian nation, but of the Roman Catholic belief, 
and they serve God in the orthodox rite, 2, 


The above quotation has elements in common with Rubruck's 
remarks also, Sahngah and Nur ad-Din both were attempt- 
ing to ally with the might of the Catholic Church, to 
bring in a powerful foreign power to give them political 


ne 
1 
TM pp. 14-15, 


Clav. p. 147, 
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leverage at home or (perhaps better) to secure the 
future existence of the family holdings--undger control 
of the clerical rather than secular lords of the 
family. 


With the Islamization of the Mongols, the paxarars 
were under direct pressure to convert. However, the 
polygamy of the late 13th century paxarars may indicate 
that some lordea were easing into the Islamic practises 
of their Mongol overlords even before being obliged to 
apostasize, Perhaps they practised two religions, 
Specific references to the conversion of iords in 
Contradistinction to the general conversion of the 
populace, abound from sources dating to the end of our 
period. Clavijo and T‘ovma Mecop‘ec‘i both mention 
the Armenian prince Taharten, governor of Erznjan. Hie 
son by a daughter of the emperor of Trebizond, was a 
Muslim and (perhaps because of his faith), Timur's 
governor of the same city?, Another probable Armenian 
lordly convert to Islam is the emir Ezdin of Van, whom 
T’ovma Mecop‘ec‘i described ag being "of the line of 
king Senek‘erim", i.e., of some Arcrunid background*, 
— 
. ; 

Clav. p. 125, 


2 
TM p. 30, 
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The Timurids forced certain princes to convert, Bagarat, 


king of Georgia, was forced to convert, but the apostasy 


was only temporary, and to save his life, In the late 


14th century, Timur's grandson, ‘Umar, forced several 


conversions: 


During the first year of his reign, he 
forcibly made to apostasize three princes of 
our people who had remained like a tiny cluster 
of grapes among ug: the gon of Iwane and 
grandson of Buft‘el, Burt‘el ter of Orotan, of 
the Orbelean family; his brother Smbat whom 
they took with his family to Samarqand (but 
subsequently, through divine mercy and their 
prayers they returned to their patrimony); 
the ter of Ezegis named Tarsayié, son of 
Gorgon they caused to apostasizes the ter 
of Maku they detached from the false and dio- 
physitic [beliefs] of Azt‘armayut‘iwn (Roman 
Catholicism], and the son of an azat (azatordi) 
named Azitan from Aic‘uac‘ village in the 
Ayraratean district, Later, however, they 
repented and became true Believers in Christ 
and heirs of the Kingdom, 2. 


The ter of Maku referred to in the above quotation 
probably is the first son of Clavijo's host, Nur ad-Din, 
Clavijo related that Nur ad-Din came to terms with 


Timur, and pledged to serve in his army with 20 horsemen, 
SS SSS SP} PPSNRSNSeage > 


1 
TM p. 20. 
2 
TM pp. 67-68. 


Clav. p. 145, Also see R, Hewsen, "The Melike"(II), 
REA #X(1973/74) p. 299, 


But this was not enough, Timur demanded religious 


adhesion: 


Next, Timur, noting that the lord of the 
Castle had so fine a son, it were, he said, indeed 
a pity the youth should be kept mewed up at home, 
and he, Timur, would receive him, carrying him 
off in his train to become the companion of his 
grandson, This prince, the grandson of Timur 
is named Omar Mirza, and he was at that time 
already established as governor ruling over the 
whole of Western Persia, in which region Maku 
is included. The young man whom Timur thus carried 
off in his train is at this present moment living 
with Omar Mirza, and has been raised to be a 
commander in his army. But they have forced hin 
against his will to become a Moslen, having 
bestowed on him the name of Siurgatmish, and he 
now is captain of the guards of Omar Mirza, 
Outwardly he professes himself a Moslem: but 
not of free will, for at heart he is still a 
Catholic, 1. 


As a result of the unsettled, unsafe times, some 
lords of completely impregnable fortresses, unable to 
maintain themselves in any other way, turned to banditry, 
Prine sources of loot were the increasingly rare 
Caravans passing over the bandit's lands, or even booty 
Captured from Timurids and Turkmens, Sometimes bandit 
lords operated alone, sometimes in alliance with others, 
Christian or Muslim. f‘ovma Mecép ‘ec "i speaks of one 
such mixed group of Kurdish Muslim and Armenian Christian 
briganda from Sasun and Xut‘ which looted a Timurid camp 


—_—_—_—_—_—— 


1 
Clav. p. 146, 
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in southwestern Armenia in the early 1390's, The 

Spanish ambassador Clavijo encountered Caucasian bandits 
both enroute to Erzinjan from Trebizond in 1403, and on 
his return, again in northwestern Armenfa and scuthwestern 
Georgia: "for though they are Armenians and profess to 

be Christians, all are robbers and brigands: indeed 

they forced us, before we were let free to pass, to give 

& present of our goods as toll for right of passage", 

The lord encountered in the Trebizond area in 1403, prob- 
ably a Graeco-Georgian, was typical of this group of 


mountain lords: 


He proceded to explain to us that he lived 
in that barren land, where indeed we found hin 
now at peace, but that he had Continually to defend 
himself against the Turks who were his neighbors 
on all sides, against whom he was ever at war, 
Further he said he and his men had nothing to live 
on, except it were what they could get given them 
by those who passed through their country, or what 
they could come to by plundering the lands of their 
neighbors, and hence he, Cabasica, must now implore 
of us to give him some aid as a free gift in the 
form of money or goods. In answer we stated that 
we were ambassadors and no merchants, being envoys 
whom our master the King of Spain was sending 
to the Lord Timur, and that further we carried 
no goods with us except what we were bearing as 
gifts to Timur, That Tatar ambassador of Timur, 
who was our travelling companion, here broke in, 
saying that though he well knew the Emperor of 
Trebizond was the overlord of all that country, 
he was in fact none the less a vassal potentate 
tributary to Timur, wherefore it was incumbent 


nt i 
TM p. 27. 


2 Clav. p. 336. 


on him, Cabasica, that we all should be allowed 

to pass those borders without let or hindrance, 

To this Cabasica, backed by his men, replied that 
this all might indeed be very true, but that they 
were in a state only able to exist by what they 

Could obtain in the manner that had been set forth 

to us; averring that by necessity their stress of 
wherewithal to eat would cause them even to plunder 
and raid into the homelands of the Lord Timur himself, 


Despite the extremely bleak situation across the 
Armenian highlands at the end of the 14th century, the 
sources still report a few instances of secular and 
clerical Armenian lords enjoying some influence with 
the Timirids, Among the secular rulers belong the 
unnamed woman ruler of Igdir castle, and the Armenian 
lord of Bayazid’, Another such lord was the Roman 
Catholic Nur ad-Din, mentioned earlier’. Among the 
Clerical lords enjoying some influence with the timurids 
belong the director of Mecop’ monastery, Yovhannes”, 
and the noted intellectual,vardapet Grigor Tat ‘ewac‘i, 
who was a confidant of Timur's son, Miran®, 
i 
1 

Clav. p. 119, 
2 
Clav. 142, 


Clav. p. 144: "Thies city was beseiged by Timur some six 
years ago, but the lord of the same shortly came to terns 
with him agreeing to pay Timur tribute, who on hia dide 


promised not to let his Tartars enter the place, Neither was 


the lord of Bayazid, either of himself or with his men, 
bound to join and march with Timur", 


Clav. 145, 
5 Mp. 58, 
TM p. 69, 
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At the beginning of this chapter it was mentioned 
that Adontz, Manandyan, and Toumanoff disagreed on the 
duration of the naxarar "system", Toumanoff placed its 
destruction in the 1lth century, Adontz in the early 13th 
century and Manandyan, after the mid~14th century, though 
each of the scholars acknowledged that vestiges of the 
“system” survived into later times. From the quantitative 
standpoint, Toumanoff was quite right in placing the 
heginning of the end in the 11th century. After the Saljuq 
invasions, the number of remaining naxarar Houses (which 
had steadily declined from about 50 in the 5th century 
to 20 ca, 800 A.D.) numbered about fives the Arcrunids, 
Bagratids, Mamikonids, Orbeleans, and Pahlawunids. From 
the standpoint of "naxarar ways" which Manandyan spoke of 
without defining, at the end of the 14th century there 


were still some "naxarars" alive in Armenia, as this 


chapter has attempted to demonstrate, Adontz, however, who 
wrote of a "system" destroyed in the early 13th century was 
incorrect in his hypothesis. To Adontz, hereditary tenure 
and seniority were fundamental features of this "systen", 
yet he himself admitted that beginning already in the 5th 
century, the rule of seniority was being undermined, By the 


10th century a fundamental change had occurred in the essence 


of the "system", What the Mongol invasions swept away 


1 
Toumanoff, Studies, Pe 227, 


2 
Adontz, Armenia, p, 221, 
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was a lordly society, but one more sentimentally remin- 


iscent of, than actually resembling, the Arsacid naxarars 


so brilliantly described by Adontz, 
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CONCLUSION 


This study has examined various aspects of Armenian 
history during the 13-14th centuries, Commencing with 
& review of the Armenian and non-Armenian sources (chapter 
one), the political and military history of Armenia in our 
period, and in the period immediately preceding it was 
presented in chapter two, The third and final chapter 


Concerned Armenia's nobility, the naxarars, 


From 1220, when the Mongols first appeared in the 
Caucasus, to 1385 when Tokhtamysh invaded, a period of 165 
years had elapsed, During that time different parts of 
Armenia had experienced no less than 12 foreign invasions, 
and the severity of Mongol rule had triggered three 
Armeno-Georgian rebellions, Mongol centrifugation had 
resulted in two major uprisings of Mongol nomads resident 
in the Caucasus itself, Moreover, with the collapse of the 
Ti-Khanid estate in the 1330's, a condition of “internal 
war" had existed in most parts of historical Armenia, as 
mutually antagonistic bands (and armies) of Mongol, Turkmen, 
and Kurdish nomads fought one another and the sedentary 
native population. Religious persecution and economic 
Chaos had long since become the norm, In 1386-87, 1394-96, 
and 1399-1403, Armenia was subjected to what were perhaps 


the most brutal invasions yet, led or directed by Timur, 


By focussing on the information regarding each of the major 
invasions provided in the Armenian, Georgian, and relevant 
non-Caucasian sources, the specific features of each have 


been set forth, 


Each successive invasion--Saljuq (11th century, intro- 
duced as a prototypical example), Khwarazmian, Mongol and 
Timurid--pushed before it, brought along with it, or 
dragged in its wake into Asia Minor, thousands of virtually 
uncontrollable nomadic warriors who (when totally unchecked) 
devastated the cities, searching for plunder, destroyed 
the countryside and the complex irrigation systems, turning 
cultivated fields into pasturage for their sheep herds, and 
reduced the possibilities for internal and international 
trade by infesting the trade routes detween cities, and 
attacking caravans, Following the noted Mongolist, Bertold 
Spuler, we have described this element as Turkmen, under . 
which is understood not necessarily or solely a Turkic or 
Turcophone population, but rather that Plunder-hungry element 
among the nomads, in contradistinction to those forces 
interested in the establishment of stable forms of govern- 
ment, and a sedentary or semi-sedentary existence, 
Centralizing forces within the various Turco=Mongol societies 
described, were obliged to support a very delicate balance, 
On the one hand, the warlike Turkmens were the best, most 
determined fighters, and so were necessary for victorious 


expeditions, On the other hand, the Turkmens' impulse to 
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destroy and move on had to be fought--sometimes literally-- 
in order for the more sedentary elements to impose taxation 
on the conquered peoples, and attempt to exploit them in 

&@ more systematic fashion, But eventually the Turkmens 

were victorious, destroying the organized Turkish and Mongol 


states, 


As was pointed out in the final chapter, the wild, 
unrestrained, plunder-hungry element was present from the 
very first, during the Mongol invasions and of course 
during the domination of Armenia (beginning in 1236). In 
&@ sense, even the "centralizing elements", or let us say 
“representatives of the ‘central government'*" became 
“Turkmenized", The Mongols did not know the meaning of 
fair taxations application of the principle of peaceful 
exploitation through taxation was not well understood by 
the rulers of the various nomadic societies, and as a 
result, conquered countries were squeezed dry of human and 
material resources, With the Islamization of the Mongols, 
and the ethnic fusion of Turkic and Mongol groups, all 
aspecta of life became further "Turkmenized", The illegal, 
extraordinary exactions placed upon taxed communities 
(reported in the sources almost from the first) were thereby 
given a religious justification. Once again under the 
Mongols, as had ha ppened during the invasions of the Saljuqs 


and the Khwarazmians, fanatical Islam was wed to the nomads? 


24) 
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lust for booty, From toward the end of the 13th century 

to beyond the end of the 14th century, anti-Christian 
persecutions prevailed almost uninterruptedly. What earlier 
had been punishment meted out to an occasionally recalcitrant 
naxarar became the generalized fate of all Christians 
refusing to convert, Nomads of all kinds of backgrounds, 
circulating in different parts of the Armenian highlands, 


attacked churches, monasteries, wealthy and poor Christians, 


During the resurgence and expansion eof Georgia 
in the late 12th anda early 13th centuries, the Georgian 
monarchs used three control mechanisms in dealing with the 
nobles: (1) manipulation of precedence among the lords 
and its corollary, the co-optation of allegiance; (2) cir- 
cumvention of the lords, and (3) de-naxararization, By 
the end of the 12th century the Georgian Crown had Managed 
temporarily to rein in the most dangerous centrifugal 
forces-~but only for the moment, In that brief historical 
moment (from the last decades of the l2th century until 
ca, 1236) Georgian culture flourished and blossomed. Under 
the aegis of the Georgian Crown and the Armeno-Georgian 
family of Zak‘arean/Mxargreeli, Armenia recovered much of 


ita irredenta, and flourished as a@ united state, 
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The nobility of the Zak‘arid revival consisted of 
different elements: men of ambition and military talents 
from newly-arisen families, who were rewarded by their 
Zak ‘arid overlords with grants of land and/or the rights 
of administration; mecatun merchants; the remnints of 
the ancient dynastic families: Mamikonids, Bagratids, 
Arcrunids, Orbéleans, and others, who in the changed 
situation of the early 13th century all became Zak‘arid 
Vassals; and the clerical nobility representing the 


different Armenian churches, 


It must be stated that the Zak‘arid revival was of 
such short duration that the achievement-<a centralized 
Armenian state under Georgian overlordship--is difficult 
to evaluate, As we illustrated, during the Zak ‘arid 
revival and throughout the 13th century there were numerous 
Conflicts among the naxarars (secular and Clerical) over 
land, The lords in this period were not quarreling over 
more orchards and cheice hunting grounds, but over the 
tolls for right of passage from the trade routes crigs- 
crossing the highlands. There were other superficial 
similarities with Arsacid naxararism, but we stress that 
they were more apparent than real, The feud, an important 
feature of Arsacid naxararism, existed in the 13th century 
as well, but the obligation of blood vengeance had been 
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replaced by an elaborate schedule of payments of "blood 
price" with each class of society having its monetary 

worth, written into a law code. The old term for the 
inalienable clan patrimony, the hayrenix‘, which in 

Arsacid times had meant land, in the i3th century referred 

to both moveable and immoveable property, hereditary or 
purchased, and included money and shares in business 
enterprises as well. The service obligation of a subordinate 
to his lord in this period did indeed include nilitary 
service, but the vassals also paid taxes in Cash. Hereditary 
tenure and seniority were not the main features of this 
society, Many of the principals of the day were appointees 
of the Zak‘arids, rewarded for their talents, ‘The 

Zak‘arids established Marriage ties with the most prominent 
of the old prestigious families of eastern Armenia. Thus, 

for a brief moment, it appears that a feudal "command" type 
of society had been generated--with the principals 

appointed by the 2Zak‘arids and firmly under their control, 


In this connection, it is most interesting to note 
certain remarks made by Adonts toward the end of his etudy, 
as he compared and contrasted his interpretation of the 
genesis of the naxarars with the legendary account provided 


by the late 8th century antiquarian, Movees Xorenac ‘i: 


oe. Our own analysis justifies [Xorenac ‘i's 
interpretation since it too has shown that the 
naxarar system did in fact consist first of native 

+. dynastic] and later of foreign [i.e, Arsacid] 
elements, The fundamental difference ies in the 
fact that according to Xorenac‘i, the great naxarar- 
doms were descended from single individuals, w e 
in our analysis they were derived fron previously 
independent ethnic groups. 


It is evident from the examples juet cited that 
for Xorenac‘i two qualities were the bases of naxara 
status: service and nobility, d.@., superiority of 
blood... In Xorenac‘i's opinion, the aristocracy 
consisted of the more ancient families, primarily 
those presumably descended from Hayk, which were 
already present in Armenia at the time of the conning 
of the Arsacids, According to us, the aristocracy 
consisted of the houses which had developed through 
the disintegration of tribal relationships. 


For Xorenac‘i as for ue, land tenure also 
provided the material basis of the naxarar systen, 
Promotion to the rank of arar according to hin 
was nothing more than a grant of lands, Nobility 
and naxarar status were synonymous concepts for 


him for the very reason that all nobles possessed 
lands, and lands were granted in hereditary tenure, 2.1. 


We maintain that for the early 13th century, both Adontz 
and Xorenac‘i were correct, Zak‘are came very Close to. 
Xorenac‘i's first Arsacid king, "Vazar3ak" in establishing 
a régime, In a sense, he generated new families through 
association with his own, But curiously, the tendency 
toward convergence--mecatuns investing in land, and the 
remnants of the few ancient dynastic families diversifying 
into trade--coupled with that strong hereditarizing 


1 
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principle which has never ceased to operate in Armenian 
society--led to a "re-seeding" of what might seem like 


Classical Arsacid naxarariem, but in fact was a structure 


resting on a completely different base, It is very 
important to underline the fact that in a country with as 
developed a historical consciousness as Armenia, and as 
ancient a literature, a certain amount of evocation of 

the antique past pervades many sources @ating from much 
later times, Just as the Sasanian Persians hearkened back 
to their Achaemenid “forbears" and adopted certain ceremonial 
and/or sentimental forma to stress this identification, 

so too did the Bagratids and Zak‘arids look to the Arsacids 
for symbolic identification, Thus certain similarities 

of terminology found in Arsacid and Zak‘arid sources must 
be analyzed on an individual basis, before any assumptions 


of identity may be entertained, 


It is important in this regard to note that on the 
eve of the Turco-Mongol invasions of the 13th century, the 
term naxarar already designated different types of lords, 
just as (in a later period) the term melik did, As 


Kewsen noted: 


By the end of the Mongol period, the Caucasian 
social structure had to all intents and purposes been 
destroyed in Armenia; its princely houses exterminated, 
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submerged by the egalitariansim of Isiam which 
recognized no princely dignity, or incorporated 
inte the surviving Caucasian aocial structure in 
Georgia. Only here and there, notably in the 
mountains of Karabagh and Siwnik‘ sone veatiges 
of the old princely houses survived and retained 
some measure of local autonomy. This social 
disintegration is clear from the disappearance 

of the old Armenian princely titles, so important 
in the Caucasian social system, and their replace- 
ment by one new and flexible term, ‘melik', the 
very all=purposeness of which is an indication 
that the fixed social framework was no longer 
there, It would appear then, that the title 
‘melik’ was used simply to designate any of the 
few surviving members of the Armenian nobility 

of old who retained any kind of social position 
in a world which had become the world of Islam; 
whether one had been a naxarar (dynast) or merely 
an azat (member of the gentry). Indeed, as we 
shall see, the term was applicable to municipal 
ethnarchs and, in time, it would appear, even to 
mere village chiefs, 1. 


We might ask, parenthetically, if indeed even in Arsacid 


times the term naxarar had a single sense or meaning, 


It was pointed out in chapter three that as 
regards control mechanisms, the Mongols invented nothing 
new, Furthermore, naxarar reactions to the different 
Contrdl techniques used by the Mongols before and after 
their Islamization were varied, but also contained no 
new elements, Naxarar reaction to the invasions was 


Clear: when united military resistance proved impossible, 
the naxarars holed up in their mountain fortresses; when 


a 
R. Hewsen, "The Meliks"(I) p, 293, 
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they learned that the Mongols spared those submitting 
peaceably, the naxarars submitted, making separate often 
highly advantageous arrangements with their new overlords, 


As for the domination, naxarar reactions to Mongol control 
techniques in thé 13-14th centuries may be grouped under 
five major headings. The lords: (1) attempted when possible 
to exploit the rivalry between different centers of Mongol 
authority; (2) rebelled, when feeling themselves sufficiently 
powerful and when driven to it by Mongol excesses; (3) 
emigrated from the.Armenian highlands in large numbers; 

(4) Islamized in large numbers, and (5) withstood everything, 
retaining the Christian faith and also a certain leverage 
with the Turco-Mongol régimes. Some lords of totally 
impregnable fortresses became caravan-looters and bandits... 
Other lords sometimes were able to retain certain privileges 
and even family lands through the process of giving their 
lands to religious establishments under the control of 


clerical representatives of the secular lord's own family. 


Robert Bedrosian 
Long Branch, New Jersey, 
1978 
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APPENDIX A 


Supplementary Notes on the 21-13th Century Naxarars 


Aspects of the Saljuq invasions and domination are 
dealt with in chapter two of this study. Here we shall 
examine features relating directly to the prineesa in 
this period, continuing through to the resurgence of 
Georgia, Supplementary information on institutions of 
the Zak*arid period likewise is provided. It should 
be noted, remarkable as it is, that despite Byzantium's 
inept and disastrous policies vis-a-vis the Arh¢nijans, 
the Saljuqs did in fact meet some Armenian armed resistance, 
In 1042, for example, Xul Xai Arcruni of T‘ofnawan 
attempted a heroic but futile resistance against 15,000 
Turkmens in Vaspurakan, In 1042/43, an unspecified 
number of Turkmens raiding Bjni in northeastern Armenia 
were defeated by king Gagik Bagratuni and Grigor id agistros 
Pahlawuni, son of former sparapet Vasak*. In 1053 the 
Armenians of Surmari destroyed an army of 60,000 Turka*, 

The size of Turkmen detachments going against different 
parts of Armenia varied from about 5,000 to perhaps 50,000 
troops. While these armies are not large by modern standards, | 


it must be remembered that the Saljuqs were a determined 


1 
HAP p. 444, 


2 

The numbers of Combatants, even when given are probably 
Quite inflated, According to Ibn al-Athir, in 1048 a 
Byzantine army of resistance led by Armenian naxarers in 
Byzantine service was defeated by the Saljuqs in Sasen 
and prince Liparit Orbelean was Captured and taken to Persia 
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"cohesive" fighting force. The same May not be said 


of the Armenian and Greek forces of Asia Minor, 


During and after the invasions, some princes, not 
Wishing to emigrate, or unable to, took to a wandering 
life, hiding in caves, in some caseg perhaps waiting for 
Opportunities to avenge themselves?, Others made accon- 
odation with the Saljuqs and retained certain limited 
rights. Furthermore, the benevolent Saljuq sultan Malik-- 
Shah granted the Armenian Churches tax-free status in 1090, 
upon the request of the kat ‘odikos, Probably some of the 
naxarar families were able to retain control of their . 
lands through the clergy. In the absence of the naxarar 
Confederational State, the naxararized Church became the 
medium of communication for the families, Indeed Smbat 
Sparapet described kat ‘olikos Grigor Tia Pahlawuni 
(1173-93) as being "like a king" in Wealth, References in 
other sources also suggest a partial restoration of lands 
and privileges under various Muslim overlords, Matthew 
of Edessa, for example, describing the situation in the 
time of Malik Ismael Ibn Yaqut (1085-93) wrote "everyone 
ruled his patrimony in his (Yaqit's) time (amenayn ok‘ tireal 


together with 100,000 captives (HAP Pp. 449-50), 


1 
C.J.F. Dowsett, "The Albanian Chronicle of Mxit‘ar Gog" 
BSOAS vol, 21(1958) p. 484, 


@zr hayreneac’ iwroc’ yawurs nora)". According to Vardan 
Arewelc‘i, when the Shaddadid Manichihr ruled Ani-Sirak, 
he recalled from exile Grigor Pahlawuni and restored his 


holdings™, Furthermore, Armenians, Greeks and Georgians 


serving in the armies of the Shah-Armens and the sultans 
‘of Iconium/Konya also received igtas--originally condition- 
al landholds which quickly became hereditary®, 


The situation of shock and confusion which many 
cavalrymen or azats, the "gentry", found themselves in, 
dispossessed from their lands, was described by the late 
llth century author Aristakes Lastiverte ‘i: "The Cavalry 
wanders about lordleasly, some in Persia, some in Greece, 


some in Georgia, The sepuh brigade of azate has left 


‘its patrimony and fallen from wealth; they growl wherever 
they happen to be, like lion cubs in their lairs"?, Menbers 
of the azatagundk* hayoc', the cavalry of Armenia, clustered 
around successful bandits like God Vasil or Philaretus 


1 
For references and discussion, HAP pp, 497-98, 


2 
HAP pp. 495-96, 


3 

AL p. 60: "Hecelazorn anterunt Srieal omn i Parss,_omn 
4 Yoyns, omn i Vie. Sepuh gundn azatac’ eleat i ba reneac’, 
ankeat i Goxut ‘ene, mfnfen ur ew en ibrew zkoriwns afiwcuc’ 
4 xStis iwreanc‘*, 
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VaraZnunik’ in lands southwest of Armenia, Others 

found a very warm reception in Georgia. During the 

reign of David the Restorer (1089-1125), Georgia became 

a haven for Armenian lords and lordless azate . Matthew 
of Edessa says that David "received and loved the Armenian 
people, The remnants of the Armenian forces assembled 

by him"? , He also built a special city, Gori, for the 
refugees: "And he [David] established churches and many 
Monasteries, He named the city Gofa [Gori] and received 
all the Armenian people with great joy and gladness"*, 
According to the old medieval Armenian translation of the 
History of K‘art‘li ("Juan3er"), David knew Armenian, and 
had as his father-confessor the Monophysite vardapet 


Sarkawag from Hazbat monastery’. 


One of David's wives was Armenian, and his son Demitre 
was the isgue of that union. MEd p. 447: "Af ga Zozovec ‘an 
mnac eal zork n Hayoc*’", 


2 
MEd pp. 447-48: "ew ea Sineac’ k‘atak‘ Havoc’ 4 yadxarbn 
Vrac’, ew hastateac” ekezec‘is ew vanorays basums, ew 

anuaneac zanun k‘azek‘in Gawray, ew uner mecaw uraxut ‘eamb 


ew C'ncut“eamb zamenayn azgn Hayoc’™. 


dJuan3er pp. 122-23: "Furthermore, he wanted to unite 
the Armenians and Georgians [religiously]. He summoned 
Yovhannes, kat ‘otikos of K‘art‘li, and Arsenios K‘art ‘lec ‘i, 
translator of Georgian and Greek, and the bishops and 
Vardapets of Armenia, and held a meeting. They examined 
Tmattera)from morning until evening, but did not accept 
each other", 
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The emigration of Armenians to Georgia, Cilicia, and 
other parts of the Middle East led to a phenomenon we might 
Call the internationalization of the great families. 

There were Georgian Bagratids, Armenian Bagratids, Azban- 
jan Bagratids, and Graeco-Saljuq Bagratids, and the same 
applied to the Arcrunids and Orbeleans. The Pahlawunids 
in particular internationalized. They were hereditary 
archbishops of Ani from the 11-13th centuries, and also 
owned property in Mesopotamia and Cilicia, where in the 
12th century they became kat‘ozikoi. In the 12th century, 
another branch of the Pahlawunids settled in Egypt and 


acquired so much influence as veziers, that anti-Armenian 
riots took place in several Egyptian cities, It 

should be noted, however, that while the internationalization 
of the great families could and did lead to new trading 
opportunities and the accumulation of great wealth, 

such was not always the case, Often the different 

branches of a given family were in bitter rivalry with 


each other. 


In dealing with the Georgian nobility, the Bagratid 
kings of Georgia utilized many of the same methods as did 
foreign rulers: circumvention of the dynasts whenever possible, 


ret S-Type 


1 . 
HAP pp. 516-18, 507, 509-510, 
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manipulation of the nobles’ precedence, and "de-naxarar- 
igation"~-removal of the lords. During the 10-12th 
centuries, Georgian monarchs attempted to circumvent 

the autochonous dynastic nobility by elevating to official 
positions, persons of non-noble origin, So many non-nobles 


(uaznoni) were thus elevated to noble status (aznauroba) 


that in the llth century Georgian sources a new tern, 
azzeebulni ("the raised") eppeared to designate this growing 
body?, On the military front, the monarchs attempted to 
circumvent powerful Georgian dynasta by relying on foreign 
mercenaries (Caucasian mountaineers, Qipchaq Turks, 
Russians), the lesser nobility, and the increasingly 
influential Armenian émigré element, The availability 

of non-noble and foreign elements probably gave the Georgian 
Bagratids more leverage in dealing with dynasts than had 
been the case in Bagratid Armenia. 


Apparently Georgian monarchs also were able to Manuipulate 
precedence among the nobles more advantageously than their 
Armenian cousins. Occupancy of the office of commander-in-- 
chief of the army (the amirspasalarate) illustrates this. 
Throughout much of the 12th century to 1155, the amirspasalars 
tended to be chosen from the mighty, rebellious Georgian 
branch of the Orbeleans. In the 1120's the Crown tried 


- 


1 
Allen p. 229. 


2 On the Qfpchagqs in Georgia, see "!,D,Lordki anidze, Istoriia 
rugii Xienachala XIII vekea (Tbilisi, 1974), 


to Counter Orbelean influence by advancing the Abulet ‘isjes; 
and in the 1130's the Armenian Kiwrikean Bagratide’. In 

155 king David V tried to check the Orbeleans’ power by 
removing them from the amirspasalarate and giving that 
office to the Orbeleans' principal Georgian rivals, the 
Abulet‘isjes, to whom other important duties had been 
given“. Orbeleans, however, poisoned the king and regained 
the office, but after amirspasalar Iwane Orbeli's abortive 
revolt in 1176-77, the office was given to a Qipchaq Turk 
named Qubasar, In 1184, the Gamrekelis were elevated to 
the amirspasalarate, and several years later the Armenized 
Kurdish family of Zak‘arean/Mxargrceli’, Thus prior 

to the advent of the Zak‘arids, the monarch was able to 
manipulate precedence by rewarding of office, although 

from the above it should be clear that the struggle against 
the dynasts was a continuous ongoing contest, The monarch 


could never rest or relax vigilance, 


1 

H.G,Margaryan, "Mijfeodalakan payk ‘are Georgi III-j Zamanak 
ev K‘urd amira eta The Inter-Feudal Struggle in the Time 
= core’ TIT ont and the Amirapet K‘urd]", Lraber #11 (1975)p. 


2 
ibid. p. 49, 


3 
Allen p. 253, 
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In the 12th Century the Georgian Crown also attempted 
de~naxarari zation, This was aimed primarily at the Bagratida! 
most powerful rivals, the Orbeleans, In 1176-77, the 
Orbéleans, hoping to seize the throne, rebelled with the 
support of many Armenian princes (including the Zak ‘areans, 
who were Orbelid vassals at the time)?, when the rebdellion 
Was put down, the entire Orbelean family (excepting two or 
three males) was exterminated, and the family assets were 
Confiscated*, The Georgian Bagratids also practised a leas 
drastic form of de-naxararization, namely the forcible 
exile of opponents, In the 11th Century, the Georgian 
Bagratids fought their Armenian Kiwrikean Counsins, the 
"kings" of Loti. According to Kirakos Ganjakeo ‘i: 


Kiwrike Bagratuni, who was from the town of 
Lori, having opposed the Georgians all his life, 


Macnaberd and other places; then, after some days, 
the Persians took back Tawus, and they dwelt in 


Macnaberd, 3. 


Margaryan, pp, 51-52, 


2 : 
80 bp. 128-35 e 


KG pp. 151-52: "Isk Kiwrike Bagratuni, or qote ‘alak* 
Zamenayn Zamanaks iwr kac“eal onfd'n ac’, i cotatul ae, t 
Paher zhayrenis iwr, iw yet mahuan nora ordik 

i yrac eteete® i tane hay eneac”, gnac‘in 1 pareiks> Dawtt* 
ew Abas, ew afnun I noc™ane ¢ Fatangut 3 n 5 ew 
ZHacnaberd ew Zayl telis, Aba yet amure* afun darjeal . 


bpay—eeaeneneel 2 . 
parsikk i noc”ane ztawus, ew no & bnaken i Macnaber 


The Armenophile David III who ruled Georgia for less than 
@ year (1155/56-1156/57) "showed such benevolence as to 
send for the King Kiwrike, son of King Dawit‘ Bagratuni, 
and promise to return to him his patrimony which his 
anceators had taken away from him; and thus he sent hin 
back with presents, and arranged a meeting", According 

to indications in the Azbanian Chronicle of Mxit‘ar Gos, 
the Arcrunids who held the position of mayor (amirapet, 
Bahap) of Tiflis and also owned lands at Kayean and Mahkan- 
aberd, were expelled from the kingdom under king Giorgi III 
(1156/57-1184), th ough Giorgi's successor T‘amar restored 


them in their holdings*. 
ASS RS SS eee ses aise yv0SW uA 


1 
Dowsett, op.cit., p. 488. 


2 

ibid. pp. 488-89: “When he became king, Giorgi made to 
seize Prince Vasak, for he bore him a grudge, for when 
he was governor of the town he did not honour him as much 
as his brother Dawit‘ and would not serve and obey him: 
other rpinces of Georgia also speaking ill of him, Vasak 
fled with his brothers and went ‘to T‘iodupolis which is 
now Called the town of Karin {Erzerum]. And the emir named 
Saltux received him with joy and honor, for when Saltux 
Was captured by the Georgian army whilst he begeiged the 
town of Ani and was brought before King Demetre in Tiflis, 
Vasak did him many services; because of this, he honored 
them with gifts and granted them authority over many 
villages, And having been there for some months, Vasak 
a@ied and was buried in the church called Astuacacin (Mother 
of God) in the town, And his standard and clarior and 
authority were given to his brother called K‘urd, and he 
remained there in great esteem", 
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As a result of territorial expansion, especially 
southwest into historical Armenia, the Georgian monarchy 
had at its disposal an ample fund of land. Choice 
' sites especially in the Armeno-Georgian borderlands 
were available for gifts to court officials as rewards 
for military or other services, or to guarantee loyalty. 
Now the Crown intended such land Sifts to be conditional, 
that is, they were given to a particular individual 
for the duration of his life or of his tenure. Such Was 
the situation with the district of Lofe and the amirspasal- 
arate. In 1118 Lote was Orbélean property, After the 
dispossession of the Georgian Orbeleans in 1176-77, Lote 
Was confiscated and given to the amirspasalar Xubasar. 
When Xubasar was removed from office in 1184, Tamar 
left him in all of his holdings except Lofe, by now 
Considered the property of the atirspasalar’, The fact 
remains, however, that with time, just as appointed 
offices (such as the anirspasalarate) tended to become 
hereditary, so did those conditional landholds (such as 
Lote) become hereditary within one family (Zak ‘areans). 
a ee eee 
1 ; 
Margaryan, p. 49, . Margaryan notes that Kayean until 
Dadian, “After 1191 St Selonsen ts Toend eat etete, Veraan 


suggests that Kayean went to the holder of the office of 
Reaxurt -uxuc’es, just as Lore went to the amirspasalar(p. 59). 


259 


While the study concerns the 13-14th centuries and 
not merely the Zak‘arid restoration, we feel obliged 
to make some mention of Zak‘arid institutions, These 
institutions have been examined thoroughly by Babayan, 
most recently. Regrettably, details are lacking concerning 
the precise workings of political administration in the 
immediately pre-Mongol period. The brothers Zak‘are and 
Iwane, both notable, generale, also held official positions 
within the Georgian court, Zak‘are was the commander-in-- 
Chief of the army (amirspasalar) as of 1191, and the 
mandaturt‘-uxuc‘es from 1203 on; while his brother, first 


the maaxurt ‘-uxuc‘es (foremost vezier at court) became 


atabeg in 1212, an office which was instituted within 


the Georgian court at Iwané's own request-. 


1 ; 

HAP p. 5453 S. Eremyan, Amizspasal: dek aria Erkaynebazuk 
(Erevan, 1944) p. 173 mandaturt maana teas “vezier of the 
seal and head of the queen's bodyguard”, The following 


is a partial listing of Zak‘arid family titles compiled 
from inscriptions and colophons. 


4.1212, Zak‘are mand, + amirs , atabek Iwane (d,1227) 
1228/29 (son) Sahnsah (a-136U) mand, (son)Awag, amirsp.(VT p.71) 
1230/31 amirsp. (VTpp. gent) 


1231/32 amirsp.(VT p. 

1246/47 ret ve Pe 90) 

1251/52 aniree. (CIA v. I eet ‘ 64) 
atabek and amirsp, od Be . 

1258/59 mand. (VP? p ToLy 


1273/74 atabek+anirep. aron Sadun (VT p, 115) (4.1284) 
1285/86 spasalar Xarkrceeal "son of the great Sahnsah (YT p. 126). 
1291/92 amirsp. Mxargrjel, son of SahnSah (V2 pp. 140-41). 


1300/1 psronut‘iwn of atabek amirsp, SahnSah (CIA v,I p. 68). 

1321 TA ahngah, married to-bis Cousin Xwandze (Vf p. 160). 
1336/37 atabek Varham(brother of above),paron of parons (YT pp... - 
1342/43 PRIF8R atabek Varham (V2 p. 167). 


1358/59 atabek Zaza (vr PP. 169-70) n 
1596/97 in the paronutiwn of atabek Iwané (14CC p. 614), 


In the view of .L, H. Babayan, the nature of the Zak ‘arid 
brothers’ service to the Georgian Crown was primarily of 
a military sort. Armenian lands recaptured from the 
Turks, he suggests, did not pay taxes to Georgia, but to 
the Zak‘arids who sometimes are styled “kings","Caesars", 
and "Sahngahs" in the Armenian sources, apparently in 
recognition of this?, 


Within the vast territories under their jurisdiction 
the two Zak‘arid brothers apparently established many of 
the same offices as existed in the Georgian Court, The 
men chosen by them to fill these offices were those same 
individuals who had been instrumental as warriors in the 
reconquest of Armenian lands, The service (cafayut ‘iwn) 
tendered the Zak ‘arids by their appointees consisted of 
military aid and the payment of taxes, Thus, in return 
for his service, Zak‘are titled Vage {[Vagutean] his “prince 
of princes"*, Members of the Xagen aristocracy served 
as Zak‘arid hejubs, chamberlains, court directors, and 
guardians of Zak‘arid children’, Prince Bubak, Iwane's 
subordinate, is styled “prince of princes" and "the great 


i 


2 
HAP p. 544, VI p. 47; occasionally Zak‘arid women are 
styled queens: YI pp, 71,743 X.pp. 6-7. 


2 
HAP p. 547 


3 
HAP p, 550. 
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1 
Sparapet" in the sources . As Babayan notes, Bubak also 
Was known by the Georgian title of msaxurt ‘-uxuc ‘es-—-the 
same title originally held by Iwane in the Georgian Court“, 


_ eee 


i 
VW? p. 51. 


2 
HAP p. 549. The following is a partial listing of 13-14th 
Century titles mentioned in inscriptions and colophons, 


1207/8 Vate, "prince of princes" (YT pp. 48,58). 
(1217/18) * " tr D. 61). 


1210/11 "the great sparapet Bubak" (Cla v. IV p. 69). 
1214/15 “the great prince of princes, K’urd" (YZ p, 56), 


1219/20. Vasak Xazbakean, “kodmnapah(lieutenant)(of the lands)’ 

1223/24 SE2RG°SP! Me nBBRMIBL CTA ¥-217,>- 123). 

1225/26 “I, Dawit'...atabek of the great and mighty prince 
Sadun" (vr Pe ° 

1228/29 hetup Grigor (YT pp. 71-72). 

1230/31 ap ik...general of amirspasalar SahnSah (YI pp.73-74). 

1232/33 Colophon, Yov.Yi8., pp. BBe-87 “prince of princes 
patron Xawfas*; 


1236/37 Col. Yov,Yi3., pp. 999-9113 "prince of princes patron 
Dawit’ Sot’[o]fkanc‘, and his son the brave and 
renowned patron of patrons Grigor", 


1243/44 prince of princes K‘urd (YZ? p,_86). 
1244/45 ! atabek and amirspasalar Xuteubul (YI p. 87). 
1244/45 K‘urd, prince of princes (WI p. 87). 
1248/49 Hasan Jalal's wife Mamk‘an "daughter of the king 
of Bak’ (VT pp. 92-93), 
1251/52 ie one? queen, wife of (Hasan]Jalal Dawl[a]} 
DP. . 
1251/52 kodmnaka) Tarsayit, prince of princes,..."brother 
ing Smbat" (VT p, 94), 
1252/53 "king Jalel Dawl(a)" (Y2p. 96). 
1260/61 Smbat "prince of princea™" (CIA v,III p. 218 foldout). 
1282/83 Dee een) aebaraRes Varham"(CIA v. III p. 503 VY 
RP. = ° 
During the 1280's many inscriptions begin using the terns 
paron and paronut ‘iwn: 


1289/90 "prince of princes paron Bust ‘ay"(CIA v.I p. 22), 

1295/96 “prince of princes Burt el" (VP p. 136). 

1296/97 "in the aronut‘iwn of the prince of princes Grigor" 
(CIA v, Be 3553 also YP p. 139), 


This lends credence to the view that the Zak‘arids created 


& partial microcosm of the Georgian Court hierarchy on 


their own lands, 


Other important offices (gorcakalut ‘iwnk‘) fleet- 


ingly referred to in the sources are the kosmnakalut ‘jwnk’‘ 
or lieutenancies, In Zak‘arid Armenia there were three 
of them, held by three major families: in Siwnik', the Or- 
beleans, in Ayrarat the Vafuteans, and in Vayoe’ Jor the 


1296/97 
1307 
1307 
1322 


1324 


1337/38 
1338/39 
1348/49 
1341/42 


1400/1 


Mina khatun, the royal queen, daughter of the great 


qaeurenass of Akbania, Jalal (CIA v.III p. 237: 

VI yp. . i 

Colophon,14CC p.42, prince of princes Burt‘el, 

mite ot poser say asparapet of Armenia (CIA v,III 
p.763 VE p. 154). 

Coi,14cd p. 166; “in the pre rers and princedom 
oe this district (Glajor] of Burt‘el and Amir 
asan", 


Col, 14CC p, 182, "the king of Georgia and Greater 
Armenia, Gawrg, the prince_of princes of the House 
of Siwnik’, spayapet Burt ‘d1", 


Col,14CC p. 292, “for the pa of parons, Pedgen, 
heir of the royal line of Greater Armenia and his 
son Blikum, ‘born in the purple", 
Kurd Anberdec‘i, prince of princes (VZ >. 166). 
Col. 14CC p. 369,"prince of princes Besken and 
Ivane", sons of deceased paron Burt ‘el 
Col, 14CC p, 328: “in the Consulship and sparapet~ 
ut dwn of Armenia of Biwrt‘el (Orbelean], 


Col.14CC p. 632, “the princedom of paron Smbat and 
Burdel", 


262 


263 


Xadbakean-Progeans. Babayan reasonably suggests that the 
xozmnakals were endowed with some administrative-judicial 
powers?, The same author believes that the amiras or emirs 
were city mayors who stood at the head of an elaborate 

but poorly-understood governing body which included clergy 
and wealthy laymen, It is clear from inscriptions that at 
times even the administrative heads of large villages were 
appointed directly from the top, in one case by Iwane himself, 
The sources also contain a welter of terms such as tanutrr, 
gaherec’ i8xan, patronac’ patron and others, some known 
from the dawn of Armenian writing, others new, However, 
the manner in which the real content of such terms changed 
over time is not clearly known. Often titles such as 
SabnSah or marzban appear as the given names of individuals 


who held titled official positions, adding to the confusion, 


2 
HAP p. 552, 


2 
HAP p. 5533 VI pp. 50, 52, 68, 


The following are some random examples of the confusion 
resulting from the use of titles as proper names, 


1206/7 gmirspasalar Zak‘are calls himself Zak‘are SahnSah 


1208/9 shntay Zak ‘aria (CIA v.I p. 6; VP p. 493 CIA v.12 
Pp. 3 Pe e - 
1209/10 "in the Toxid reign of the JahnSahs Zak‘aré and 
wane De 2 
1210/11 Sahngah Zak‘aria (CIA v. 1 Pp. 55). 
1211/12 Marcpan, son of Sargis Hamazaspeanc‘ (YW p. 52). 
1212/13 Sahngah Zak aria (VT p. 54), 
1215/16 Sahnéah Zak‘aria, son of Sahngah Sargis (CIA v.I p.2). 
1220/21 amirspasalar SahnSah Sargis (meaning Zak’are'g son, 
Sahnsah) (CIA vel p. 17). 
1221/22 I, Marcpan, gon of Sargis...(YE p. 64), 


Furthermore, since the political reality of the time was 264 
Armeno-Georgian and not exclusively Armenian, sometimes 

Georgian titulary is used alongside the Armenian, increasing 

the confusion?, 


1232/33 Col. Yov.¥i8., pp. 886-87, "the Caesars of Armenia 
Georgia, and all Abxazia", 


1234/35 "I, T‘aguhi, wife of Sarap‘3ah (iz »,78). 
1234/35 "I, T*ayk T aguhi, daughter of Sarap'sah(VT pp. 78,112). 


1243/44 Hasan Jalal's son is named At‘abak (VI p. 86). 

1245/46 "Aslanbeg, son of Marcpan" (VT pp. 88-89). 

1252/53 “I, Smbat, son of Hejub" (YP p. 96). 

1276/77 At’abak, lord of Xagen (VI p. 118). °_ 

1281/82 Be rete ene of the presbyter ter(lord) Sahak 
Pp. ° 

1293/94 Hejub's brother's son (YT p. 136). 

1320 Hecup (CIA v. IV p. 1233 VI p. 159). 


1 
For example: = 
1206/7 amirspasalar Zak‘are calls himself the zawrapet of 
rmenia and Georgia (VT p. 47). 
1211/12 oak ee "“amirspasalar of Armenia and Georgia" (VT p, 


1214/15 Awag, the “coronant of Georgia" (VT _p. 56). 

1219/20 Iwane, atabek of Armenia and Georgia (WP p. 62). 

1223/24 nous amirspasalarate of Armenia and Georgia of 
ahnsah" (VE pe 


A classic example of the confusion of Armenian and Georgian 
titles is the curious and regrettably unique passage in 

SO p, 100 which mentions the dignitaries summoned by atabek 
Iwane (ca, 1224) to participate in a judicial decision: 
"..CIwane] ordered his grandees to sit and examine the . 
matter: Bubak and the marcuan [proper name or title?], Iwane 
the es} and the memnaSsie1 (title, or proper name Memna 
Jaqeli¥} the great Slawnditel (bishop) who had come from 
the kingdom, the ciram chawr (abbot) of Varji and the 
abbot of Pinjahank’, the great mamt ‘avar (patriarch) of Gare 
ste, the Gageck‘ik‘, and the Macnaberdec ‘ik’ and in 
addition, many other didebule: the gadi of Dwin and the one 
Called the Sex of Surmari. [Among the examiners were also} 
the great bishop of Ani, the bishop of Bjni, and the bishop 
of Haxbat", See L,Melik set‘-Bek’, "A Testimony about the 
Structure and Procedure of the Supreme Court in Zak ‘arid 
Armenia", Tezekagir #3-4(1945) pp. 75-79(in Arm.). 


1232/33 Col.Yov.¥is., pp. 886-87: "Now this Bible...was 
requested by...the honorable prince of princes 


Patron Xawfas, son of Amir Sargis, who was the brother 

of the mother of the Caesars of Armenia, Georgia, and 

all Abxazia...the great Zak‘are and Iwané...before whom 

he was nourished and grew up...After great Zak‘are's 
untimely passing to Christ--which plunged the land of Arm- 
enia into darkness--his well-favored descendant,..the mand- 
atort’axuc’es of the great kingdom, Sahngah, aucceeded 

to the throne of his father's kingdom,..Ma Jesug Christ 
keep him in peace,..and also keep bis son Zak‘are ‘born 
into the crown'(t‘agacin)...The same loyalty was shown by 
the very honorable prince of princes Xawfas educating 

and nourishing him with all piety and devoutness as he 

had been educated by his forbears~--from whom as recompense 
for his loyal service, he received a great honor Cof the 
office] of mgaxurt ‘axuc ‘es in Georgian which translates 
into our [Armenian] language as ‘chief and commander of 

all the rulers and chiefs of the royal house of his lord’ 
(glux i8xec‘o2 ew hramanatar anon igxec‘ozac’ ew glxawor~ 
ac’ tan tagaworut ean teafn wroy)". 
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APPENDIX 8B 


Aspects of Centrifugalism within and among Certain 23-14th 
Century Naxarardoms 


The 13th and 14th centuries were characterised by 
conflicts within and among certain Caucasian naxarardoms, 
In some cases these Conflicts pertained to families 
(e.g., the Georgian Bagratids, the Zak ‘arean/Mxargrcelis, 
the Kaxaberijes of Rata, the Orbelean/Orbelis, the Arcruni/ 
Mahkanaberdelis, the Jaqelis), in other cases, to the 
"naxarardoms" of the Church(es). The conflict within 
the Georgian royal family was extremely serious and must 
be mentioned not only as an example of centrifugalisn 
at the very pinnacle of authority in Christian Caucasia, 
but also because of its devisive ramifications. On his 
deathbed, king Giorgi Lada Bagratuni (d. 1223) was promised 
by his sister Rusudan that Giorgi's child son David Lagaean 
would receive the throne on his maturity. Rusudan (d. ca. 
1245) then became "king" of Georgia. Rather than honoring 
the pledge madé to her late brother, Rusudan instead 
banished and imprisoned David LaSaean and enthroned 
her own son (also named David). While Cco-optation of the 
heir hardly was a new feature in Georgia, its almost 
inevitable result was the polarization of the nobility 
into two hostile camps. Eventually the authority of the 
“usurper"® David Rusudanean was challenged by the matured 
embittered David Lagaean, Between 1250 and 1258, Georgia 
thus had two kings simultaneously, The line of David 
LaSaean occupied the throne in TMflis until 1289, but from 
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1291 to 1318 a system of collegial sovereignty existed in 
Georgia whereby LagSaean kings were forced to share the 
realm with co-kings--their very sons, or candidates from 


the rival line of David Rusudanean?, 


Hostile relations among prominent families had at 
their base disputes over land, From the order of 
Kirakos Ganjakec ‘i's narration, one night (incorrectly) 
aseume that the amirspasalar Awag Zak‘arean was the: 
first Armenian prince to surrender to the Mongols (1236) 
and consequently his holdings were not disturbed by the 
conquerors“, However, Kirakos' junior contemporary, 
Step‘annos Orbélean, placed the submission of Elikun 
Orbelean before that of Awag’, and the point is revealing 


and crucial, For the Armenian Orbeleans, prior to the 


ee 


C, Toumanoff, “The Fifteenth Century Bagratids and the 
institution of Collegial Sovereignty in Georgia", Traditio 
VII (1949-51) pp. 204-5, 210, = Yor 


2 
kG PP. 255-56. 


SO pp. 149-50: ".,.. Taking [Elikum] as a guide [the Mongols! 
commander Aslan-noyin ] went as far as Ani, subduing everyone, 
He took Vayoc‘ Jor and Etegis as far as Ereror village which 
stands opposite Gafni, and gave it all to Elikum, saying: 
‘That which was taken by the sword and that which was bought 
with gold are equally the patrimony of man, Now these 
districts which I have taken with my aword shall be yours 
as patrimony and the patrimony of your line. Do you now 
faithfully look upon ue and serve the Great Khan who sent 
us here’, And Elikum with great heartfelt thanks served 
them, From that day forth it was confirmed that those 
{lands} would be the patrimony of tie Orbelean tun(House) 
and line. Now other commanders subordinated other lands 
and brouwt out of Kayen fortress, Awaz, They took the 
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invasions, had been clients of the Iwane-Awagids, yet 

from Step‘annos' account it appears that the Orbeleans 
(with Mongol approval) had expanded their holdings at 
Awagid expense, at the time of the Conquest itself. Enmity 
over the Orbelan expansion may have accounted for 

Elikum's death, as Step‘annos suggested?, and enmity 
marked Zak‘arid-Orbelean relations for some decades to 
follow, Elikum was succeeded by his polyglot brother 
Smbat, 


+oeBut after Elikum[({'g death] the tun(House) 
of Awag treated the Orbelean tun with great 
jealousy, and enmity especially Awag's wife, 
They wanted to disperse and persecute the, or 
to destroy the surviving children, Smbat and 
his brothers, They [the_Awagids] seized their 
patrimony while [the Oxbeleans] wandered about 
in concealment, here and there until the come 
passionate love of the_Creator willed to restore 
and strengthen the Orbelean tun through Smbat... .2. 


The significance of the underlined “especially Awag's 
wife" appears to have escaped modern scholars, Curiously, 
it appears that the line of Gonc'a, daughter of the 

duke Kaxaberi of Ra& , descended from a Georgian branch 
of the Orbéleans’, Consequently, Gone ‘as enmity toward 


rent ee enienSEENSespreaen 


kingdom of Georgia by force, and absolutely ruled everywhere" 


SO p. 150 suggests that Elikum was murdered by physicians 
at the command of Awag, 


2 
SO p. 151. 


Toumanoff, Studies, p. 211 n. 238, 
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Smbat may have had elements of an intra-family feud, It 
is interesting too (and similarly unremarked by seholars) 
that the Awagid-Orbelean land dispute resulting from the 
Mongol conquest has been carried over into the sources 
more than once, and in more than one way. For example, 
in relating one and the same story--how Smbat Orbelean 
aided a fugitive monarch--Step‘annos Orbelean mentions 


the incident as occurring on Smbat's land, whereas the 


History of K‘art‘li describes the same territory as 
Bastory ol K art li 


"the land of atabek Awag*?, 


The importance and severity of the (Kaxi beri je]-Awagid-- 
Orbélean feud led Smbat to the Far East on two occasions, 
for protection and confirmation of “his lands", The first 
visit(ca, 1252) resulted in Smbat's vindication@, But the 


1 
SO pp. 152-533 KC p. 228: Mur, p. 103. 


2 

SO p. 1573 “They gave him a golden p‘aviza which is a 
tablet bearing the names of God and of the kin » their 
greatest honor, They also drew up a yarlizgh Caatiex) 
which we call sigel--a command--and gave him all that Aslan 
had taken by the sword and Orotn with its lands,..and 
the gortress of Borotn with its provisions, as the blood-~ 
price for the murder of his father Liparit. Furthermore 
they removed Smbat[{'s name] from the dawt‘ars of the 
Georgians and others. This was the second confirmation of 
their patrimony, for the first {time) it was taken by th 
sword, when [Smbat] was a servant, by the agency of Aslan-- 
noyin; while the second time [it was received] as a gift 
rom the Khan...". 


270 


Awagids were unwilling to accept this verdict, and 
Plotted to destroy Smbat: 


Now while these [events] were so Cunfolding] 
that wicked Satan started stirring up envy and 
inciting the tun of Awag and the Georgian grandees 
{against SmbatJ. Awag had died in the year 1250/51 
(699 A.E,), His wife had a daughter named Xodak‘, 
and ruled all of his princedom. They agsembled 
in Tiflis near Arghun, for the great Khan had 
designated him vezier and paszaz (overseer) over 
all the lands, i.e., commander of all and ruler of 
the royal taxes and the great diwan, (It was hej 
who made a census of all the lands in 1254/55 
(703 A.E.). With numerous bribes they requested 
Smbat's destruction and that he not be able to 
hereditarily transmit his country. Arghun did 
not dare accede to this request, but he did take 
away from Smbat many places, and severely oppressed 
the remainder, 1. 


Smbat made a second journey to the Far East ca, 1257, 
and had his rights reconfirmed, Meanwhile Gone ‘a Kaxiber- 
ije-Awagean had married the Georgian king, David LaSaean, 


we 


SO p. 159: " ayapes liner, bariatesc‘n 
satanay sksaw reaction Corrie i eyered, ztnnn Awagin ex 
zmecamecsn Vrac’, ew zi Awasn vaxtaneal er i 699 i uin 
ew kin nora Gonc’ayn uner dustr me Xosak gahun. £8 1a- 
Tp dis af Arzunn or er vazir ew paste (tesut) kargeel 


eal i 
menayvn asxarhis, sink * t 
amenee Bn Se idee ‘or ark ‘uni nareac’p ee nec dinanin 
2 e 


Or ara arhagir zaSxarhs amenayn y703 : 
Ew bazun kaserar adretn el zSapat on ot Satang- 
&& e 


£ uc anel zerkiyr nora, zor ew 3 pamarjaker reuna 
ayl atin i Smbatay bazum texis. ew zmnac ‘ealen kesek‘~ 
Gin gastkapes", 
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The birth of their son Demitre created a Bagratid-Kaxaber- 
ije-Awagean link, The struggle of families was by no 


means over, however: 


«ceNow Smbat planned, with the other princes 
to become the “adopted father" of Awag's tun; 
by order of Hiilegti-Khan they had Gonc’a drowned 
in the sea, and he, Smbat, ruled over all of 
Awag's princedom, He gave Awag's daughter Xodak 
in marriage to the great sahipdiwan Xoja (brother 
of the historian Juvayni) This occurred in 
1269/70 (718 A.E.). 61, 


According to Step‘annos, the Georgian monarch David 
LaSaean and Smbat were on the best of terms: "King Davia 
so loved Smbat that he considered him his equal , and 
placed the little boy Demitre in his hands, giving his 
son to him"?, Once again the enmity of families has left. 


me me ae ae meena emeemete. 


1 
SO Dp. 165: "pek Smbetay hayragir leal tann ; 


xorhi end ayl isxanac Be ew tan .& SOVgD 

zZsonc ayn, hramanaw Hulawu 2anin, ew Sxer amen~ 

ayn isxanut“eanc. Awagin, Ew tay eB zXosak ‘n 
saRUL iwn mec Aojayin gahip da Wanin...ew er ays y718 

S‘uin" Cp. ; uur. Dp. 123: "Now Awag'’s former 

Wife, the queen Gonc a, was killed when located among the 

?atars, as they say; and it was at the urging of her 


daughter Xosak', wife of the sahibdivan khoja Shams-- 
ad Din that she was killed", 


2 
SO p. 168, 
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its imprint in the literary sources, creating a contra- 
diction, According to the History of K‘art‘li, it was 
to Sadun Arcruni, not to his rival Smbat, that XoSak‘ 

and care for the Awagid holdings were entrusted?, Nor 


¢ 


does the same work dwell on the close relations between 


the king and Smbat?. 


Allegedly Smbat extracted a concession from king 
David, He convinced the king to destroy a document relat- 
ing to the time of the expulsion of the Orbelis from Georgia 
(because of their involvement in the abortive rebellion of 
1176/77). Whether the Armenian Orbeleans were able to 
reclaim the old family possessions in Georgia is unclear 


from the sources, though Smbat's "exceeding delight" at 
a eT oe ree ee 


1 

KC p. 2363 Mur. p. 1102 "At that time, Awag was dead 
having left no male heir, but only a daughter named Xogak‘, 
In tears the king went to Bjni, He saw Awag's fair wife, 
Gonc‘a, the daughter of Kaxaberije, duke (erist‘av) of 
Rag, He fell in love with her and after a short while, 
married her and made her queen, He brought her to his 
kingdom. As for Awag's daughter, he left her in her 
peer inont al holdings and entrusted her to Sadun Mahkan- 
aberdeli", 


2 


KC p. 2373 Mur. p. 109-110: "The fact that Gone‘a had 
become queen was displeasing to the mestunre Jik ‘uri, 
since they were enemies, So on the advice of Smbat Orbeli 
(word) was spread about that Jik‘uri had sent someone 
to Arghun to reveal to Hillegii-Khan the [size of the) 
king's wealth, and his intention to rebell", 


the king's action, reminiscent of Elikunm's "heartfelt 
thanks” to Aslan noyin strongly suggests that sone 


partial restitution was made to the Orbéleans-. 


1 

SO pp. 168-69: "Then the king called Smbat to Tiflis and 
wanted to show his gratitude to him through very great 
gifts, He asked Smbat: ‘What great gifts shall I bestow 
upon you? For whatever in my kingdom you wish, whatever 
you find agreeable, I shall give you unsparingly'. Smbat 
arose and prostrated himself; ‘Oh king, whatever we 
have is/was [given by] you and your forbears. This much 
is enough for us; but there is one thing I request from 
you', The king responded:: 'I swear that I shall give you 
Whatever you ask for'. Smbat said: 'Then obliterate 
that wicked memory of us, through which your forbear, 
Cing] Georgi slandered my ancestors. For he had written 
{a document] with curses, such that we not be allowed into 
our patrimony, and he had it placed in his treasury. 
Give that [document] to me'. The king was astonished 
and despised his father for removing from his tun such 
powerful and capable men, And he ordered his attendants 
to search for and bring that document (girk’s "writing, 
letter, book"). They went, located it, and quickly brought 
it. The king took it in his hand and stood up, saying: 
"Behold, Smbat, take the document you requested', Smbat 
arose, prostrated himself, and replied: 'Oh king, who so 
forgave the past, show me [yet another] kindness, That 
book was written by a king's hand; it must be destroyed 
by a king's hand, Order that a fire be kindled before 
yourself, and throw that book into the flames with wor 
own hand', At once the king commanded that a fire be 
struck up. He pulled out his sword, tore out the pages, 
and threw them into the fire, Whereupon Smbat was exceed- 
ingly delighted and thanked him. After this, the king 
gave him many other magnificent gifts and robes of honor 
and further distinguished him and sent him home, In this 


Manner did Smbat remove the stigma attached to his ancestors, 


and left a good reputation for those succeeding [hin]". 
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According to Step‘annos, the preeminence of Orbdeleans 
in Caucasian affairs continued after Smbat "passed from 
this world in a chariot of angels"--probably murdered 
while in Tabriz (1274)2, Smbat's heir, his younger 


brother Tarsayit supposedly enthroned Demitre "with great 


2 


effort" as king of Georgia”. But the History of K‘art‘li 


describes matters differently, Sadun Arcruni's great 
influence is noted, while Tarsayié Orbelean is not 


even mentioned: 


During this period Sadun Mahkanaberdeli had 
become stronger than all his contemporary princes, 
since Abaqa liked him, And [Sadun] started to be 
caretaker of all Georgia's affairs, because [the 
king] had entrusted [to hia care] lord atabek 
ae daughter, while XoSak‘ had given him the 
eli om. 

Then all the didebuls of Georgia assembled 
and took the royal Demitre to the Horde. They 
went to Sahngah's son, Iwane, the mandat ‘urt ‘-- 
uxuc es, and he too went to the Horde where they 
saw to it_that Demitre received the reign... 
(Abaqa~Khan] gave the entire kingdom to hin, 
excepting [the lands of] Sargis Jaqeli. He sent 
him back to Sadun whom king Demitre made atabek.. 3. 


era nse srs ssesrpthennetivenenaes—eseh, 
1 
SO p. 166, 


2 
SO p. 171: "bazum Janiw", . 


3 
KC pp. 269-703 Mur. p. 150. 
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According to the History of K‘art‘li, Sadun was made 


atabek by the new Georgian monarch, and upon his death 


(4. 1281/82) his son Xut‘lubuda Arcruni received Sadun's 


property and the office of spaspeti-, Step‘annos Orbelean 


wrote the following: 


. 5; CArghun-Khan] liked -king Benitre greatly. 
He gave Demitre the entire iand of Armenia, the 
cun(House) of Awag and the tun of Sahndah and of 
the Gagec‘ik‘ and the sons of atabek Sadun... 


+.eThen Demitre returned [to the Caucasus] 
with great joy and all the azats and grandees 
of Georgia and Armenia with him. When he reached 
Sarur, Tarsayié came before him and magnified 
the king with great honor and royal gifts, 
{(Demitre} took him to his Awagean country, Ayrarat, 
and greatly entreating hin, forced him to be 
atabek over his entire lordship, from Tiflis to 
Ani and Kara, He also entrusted Tarsayi& with 
his young sons, Dawit‘’ and Manuel whom he raised 
and kept, Thereafter Tarsayié held the atabekate 
of the land of Armenia and did many things to 
lighten[the lot or] the harassed Armenian people... 2. 


King Demitre "sent his little son David to the house of 


atabek Awag so that he would grow up there and have a 


1 
KC p, 2813 Hur. p. 150, 


According to the History of K‘art‘li, the property of 
atabek Awag, before being entrusted to king Demitre 
“"Délonged to the sahi diwan", i.e., to Shame ad-Din Juvaini 
(KC p, 285; Mur, pissy 3 23). SO pp. 172-73: "Ew er ond 
nora + agaworn Demetre, zor sireac’ Ariunn, ew 
zamenayn asxarhs Hayoc’ etuan Awagean ew fiounp one 
ew Gagec “in ew zordisn Sadu at abekin...Apa darjaw x 
enetre mecaw xndut eamb ew amenayn azatok , ew mecameck 
Vrac ew Hayoc’ ond moa. Ew ekeal i Sar gnac uma 
ond aFaj Tarsayitn mecamec patuov, ew ark ungskan 
mecareac Zt agaworn. Ew na afeal kgraw and ins zna 
erkirn Awagean YAyrarat, ew bazum % axanjanok ,phnaz 
oseac zna, ew ed At abek iveray terut san 
iwgoy minfew i Tp"zis ew yAni ew i Kars. Ew eq i 
#ers nora Zthayen iwr zDawit ew zifanueln snuc 4nsl_, 
2nose ew panel, 2w yaynmhete uner farsavitn zat abekut ‘iwn 
asxarhis Hayoc’, ew bazum diwrut‘iwn ew ozormut‘iwn afner 


nezeal azgis Hayoc’,,* 
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share in the property of the royal line*?, The Orbeleans 
are not mentioned here, The sources themselves are 

in conflict over wno was the more important naxarar 

in this period, but what is important here is the 
evidence of conflict among the families, Indeed, within 
the Orbelean family itself quarrels arose among the 


Children of Tarsayié after his death (1290). 


Conflicts among the secular lordly families were 
paralleled by conflicts among the clerical nobility. 
As the history of the Armenian Church in this period 
has been studied in elaborate detail in Ormanian's 
Azgapatum, here we shall note only some of the major 
divisions which led to unlimited conflict and rivalry. 
First, there were religious differences within the two 
branches of the Zak‘arid family itself, Though Zak‘are 
remained true to Armenian Monophysitism, his brother 
Iwane "converted" to Georgian Chalcedonian Orthodoxy. 


Nor was Iwane an exceptional case, Many Aruenians, 


re 


1 
KC p. 2853 Mur. p.153, 


SO pp. 177-78: ",...But then his sons commenced arguing 
over their father's lordshipe and princedon, They went_ 
to the royal court and stood before the ruler Arghun-Khan 
and familiarized him with their debate, Arghun called 
forth the senior son, Elikum, appointed him fo his father's 
place and set him as prince over all. However, although 
Elikum ruled all of his father's patrimonies and princedon, 
nonetheless he did not want to deprive his brothers. So he 
divided the entire inheritance with the advice of the 
bishops, vardapets and azats. He gave a suitable portion to 
his brother's son, Liparit...", 
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especially those living and working in Georgia or in 

the Armeno-Georgian borderlands had come under the 
influence of Chalcedonianism. These Armenian Chalcedon-~ 
jans performed the Greek rite in the Armenian language, 
The sources contain frequent allusions to rancor and 
enmity between Armenian Monophysites and Armenian 
Chalcedonians:. The disputes occasionally took the form 


of land disputes between monasteries*, 


Second, Roman Catholicism began to have an impact 
on Armenian religious affairs. In the 13th century, for 
Complicated reasons, the Cilician Armenian Monarchy and 
kat‘otikosate and certain circles in Greater Armenia 


began encouraging the idea of religious union with Rome?, 4 
a eeeeemneeenmenrmen enn 


VA p. 1433; Zak‘are and Iwane attempted to forcibly 
unite the Armenian Monophysite and the Georgian Chalced- 
onian Churches,unsuccesefully (KG pp, 166-67: the 
Annals of Bsihop Step‘annos, MC vol. 1 dp. 38). The 
center of Georgian Chalcedonianism in northern Armenia 
was the monastery of Pinjahank‘,on which see 2.M. Muradyan, 
"Vrac‘eren arjanagrut‘ er Hayastanum:s seni ghank | 
Georgian Inscr Ptions in Armenia: Pinjahank~ w'Lraber 
#1 (1973) pp. 39-57, as well as the same author's first 
article, "Georgian inscriptions in Armenia" describing 
the inscriptions at Hnevank‘, Sanahin, and Hazbat, 
Tezekagir #3 (1966) pp. 30-47, 


2 
KG p. 222, 


3 
G. Petrowicz, " abanoi ezbayrners ew Ha ekezec ‘in 
(The Uniators andthe Armenian Shurce) Ha (1969) PP. 361-62. 
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In 1316 at the Council of Adana, union was made’, But 
although a number of Yardapets and bishops agreed to 
union, others rejected Latinophile policies outright’: 
During the tenure as kat‘odikos of Yakob Ssec‘i (1327-- 
41, 1355-59), Sis and Ejmiacin broke over the issue. 


But by that time the Dominicans had won over to Catholicisn 
the influential Yovhannés K‘fnec‘i of southern Siwnik’, 

who began attracting to Catholicism his former fellow 
Clasemates*, The fight against the Armenian Catholics 

of K*fma preoccupied the Armenian Church leadership for 
much of the 14th century, During the reign of Yakob 
Ssec‘i, matters had deteriorated to the point that the 
Cilician kat‘ozikos supported K‘rna's efforts against 


Bjmiacin?, 
Ste Ea re 


1 
Petrowicz pp. 363-64, 


As Petrowicz notes, the signatures of those favoring 
unity, appearing on the protocols of the Council of Adana, 
indicate support from numerous parts of Armenia: (all 2 
bishops) Vardan of Ani, Yovhannes Maranduneanc » Yovhannes | 
of Tgron, Markos of Kars, Yakob of Salmast, Grigor of Maras, 
Nerses of Kamax, Awetik’ of Np‘rkert, Vardan of Sasun, 
P'ilippos of Xofjean, Step‘annos of Colonean (HA p. 367). 


3 

Petrowicz pp. 364-65, 
4 

ibdid e dP. 367-68. 


5 
ibid e pp t) 466-67 e 
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A third source of conflict came from the very 
existence of the kat ‘otikosate (or anti-kat ‘otikosate) 
of Aat‘amar, The kat‘otikogate and its jurisdiction 
were denounced and "nullified" by the kat ‘odikosate 
of Sis in the early l2th century, but this did not put 


an end to Aat‘amar's independent development? Kat ‘otikos 


Grigor Anawarzec‘i (1293-1307) attempted, unsuccessfully, 


to bring Aat‘amar into allegiance with Sis and B3miacin*, 


In 1408/9 the noted cleric and scholar Grigor Tat ‘ewac ‘i 
removed his diocese of K‘ajberunik‘ from communion with 
Aat‘amar, but the general anathema imposed on the kat ‘odikoi 
of Ait‘amar remained in effect until 14417, ‘The kat ‘odixos- 
ate of Ait‘amar continued ite existence until 1895‘. 


ee eeemneneenmmemennmmmnemmns err 


1 
Akinean, “Alt‘amar" , HA (1916) pp. 141-42, (1917/18) p. 34. 


2 
ibid. (1916) p. 142, 


3 


4 
Abid. p. 148. Yet another special "center" of the Church 

was the district of Siwnik’ in eastern Armenia, an area 

traditionally known for its separatist tendencies, The 

political independence of Siwnik‘’ in this period was paralled 

by jurisdictional independence in religious matters, Thus 

the historian Step‘annos Orbelean was ordained in Cilicia 

in 1287/88, "metropolitan of the great see of Siwnik'‘, 

above all the other bishops here and there, some in Vayoc‘ 

Jor and some in Tat‘ew" (SO p. 174). To my knowledge, 

Step annos was the first cleric in Armenia to be styled 

metropolitan, a new term perhaps to match Siwnik‘''s unique 

positon (VT p, 137, also CIA v, II p. 78). In any case 

the erudite Step‘annos appears to have maintained good 

relations with Sis and with the clerical nobility of Greater 

Armenia. It is known, for example, that Step‘annos was 

a Close friend of kat‘ozikos Zak‘aria I of Adt‘amar (1296-- 

1336) and requested from him a copy of T‘ovma Arcruni's 

History of the Arcrunid House (10th cent.)[TA p, 319]. For 
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Given the numerous sources of Conflict, within 
and among families, and within and among religious 
institutions, the foreign rulers of Armenia in the 
13-14th centuries did not have great difficulty keeping 


the naxarars divided--it was the natural state of affairs, 


the most part, however, relations among the various Armeniar. 
Christian groups--just as relations among the important secular 
nexarardoms--were Characterized by bitter conflict and 

rivalry, 


APPENDIX C 


Notes on the Relations between the Mongols and the 


Armenian Church in the 13th Century 


1. Philo-Christianity and Taxation of the Church 


During the 13th century, the presence of numerous 
Christian Mongols in the Mongol court and army had many 
different ramifications. General etatements to the effect 
that the Mongols were philo-Christian or that the Church 
and its hierarchy were not taxed during the domination 
are misleadingly inaccurate, While specific Mongols were 
philo-Christian, and though churches under the jurisdiction 


of certain naxarar families were not always taxed, the 


situation changed from ruler to ruler, 


The earliest information on relations between the 
Mongols and the Armenian Church is found in Kirakos 
Ganjakec ‘i'g History and relates to the first appearance 
of the Mongols in the Caucasus, ca. 1220/21: 


-eeFalse information came concerning them 
to the effect that they were mages and/or of the 
Christian faith--wonder-worders--and that they 
had come to avenge the Christians from the tyranny 
of the Tagiks. And it was said that they had with 
them a portable tent-church and a niracle-working 
crosa and that they would bring and throw an 
epah of barley before this cross and all the soldiers 
would take from it, and give it to their horses 
and the supply would not be exhausted...Such 
false rumors filled the land, Therefore the in- 
habitants of the country did not fortify themselves 
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in, to the point that one lay presbyter, taking 
hia people, even went before[the fatarejcarrying 
{in procession] hooded crosses. The enemy put 
them td the sword, one and all, é 


The Mongols' motives in this instance, during their 
reconnaissance mission of 1220/21 simply may have been 

to terrorize the population. However it is’ not impossible 
that the unfortunate Christian welcoming party was 

mistaken for a band of secular princes, According 

to Kirakos Ganjakec‘i, when in 1236 the Mongole returned 

to the Caucasus and in subduing the region captured the 
great cleric and scholar Vanakan Vardapet, they thought 

that he was a secular prince and pressed him for information 
about fortresses and the whereabout of the Armenian 

lords*, In any case, in 1236 the Mongols did not exterminate 
the intellectuals who had fallen into their hands. Vanakan, 


KG p. 202: "Ew hambaw stut ‘ean gayr zZnoc‘ane, t*e mogk‘ 
en ew k‘ristoneayk’ hawatov, ew nsana orck", ew_ekea ; 
én i yrezxndrut ‘iwn k‘ristoneic’, or ‘1 GFnut “enen_ taékac‘, 


Ew asein, t'e unin eketec a vran y ew zat sk angelagore 


ea 
ew bereal kapi® mi gari~ arkanen xa¢in, ew 
‘2 ER nase tanin tan erjvanac’ ? 
ERsite aude a sures _anehin Amenck fan i tancloy, noynfap 
. Yap ayaordk of aurac*an buakitk aitarien, 
aipier. : ET Ce end oe oe oats 
&ur i yeray edeal* Kotoree "in at asics 


KG p, 246, 
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his student Kirakos, and many other clerics were forced 
to serve the Mongols as secretaries, “writing and reading 


letters"?, 


A definite improvement in conditions for Christians 
of the Mongol Middle East was achieved by the Syrian 
doctor of the Church, Rabban in 1241/42°. ‘Thanks to 


eee 


zis erac’ imoc 


KG p. 249: “Apa afin ew : 
see dprut ‘ean ges t“uzt” ew en “ernul, ec - « 


nm le 


KG pp. 276-77: "...He was known as the ‘father of the 

» Since in Syriac raban means varda et, while in 
Mongolian at‘a means father. As econ as he heard about 
the merciless killing of the Christiang occasioned by 
the Tatar troops, he approached the Khan and beseeched 
him for a letter to give the Tatar troops, commanding them 
not to kill innocent people the way they were doing, 
people who had not warred against them, but instead [the 
Mongols should] let them alone so_that they might serve 
the king. With great pomp the Khan sent Raban himself to 
his commanders with a written order that all obey his 
Command, ~— 

“When Raban arrived, many things turned propitious for 
the Christians and the killings and captures ceased, 
He likewise built churches in Tatik cities where previously 
no one dared utter the name of Christ--even in Tabriz 
and the city of Naxdawan which were yet more inimical to 
the Christians, so much so that Christians (dwelling there] 
did not dare appear or walk abroad openly, to say nothing 
of constructing a church or erecting a cross, Yet Raban 
erected cross and church, and the sounding-board was heard 
day and night. Christians openly took their dead for 
burial, carrying [in the procession] hooded Crosses, gospels, 
and worshipping after the Christian custom. Those opposing 
them were put to death. No one dared come out against 
(Raban's] order, On the contrary, the Tatar army revered 
him like their king, and without Raban, they neither planned 
nor did anything...And those merchants who had his tamgha 
that is to say, insignia, boldly circulated throughou 
the lands and no one dared approach those who mentioned 
Raban's name, Instead all the Tatar commanders gave hin 
gifts from their booty", 
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Raban's efforts, Nerses, kat ‘otikos of Caucasian Adbania 


was taken to Chormaghun's wife, Altana: 


oo they gave (Nerses] gifts and an al-tamgha, 
so that no one would harass him, [and] they gave 
him a Motal Tatar guide who took him throughout 

his djoceses in Azbania. For a long while neither 
(Nerses] nor his predecessors had dared to circulate 
throughout the dioceses due to the blood-thirsty 

and bestial nation of Tatiks, Now (Nerses)- passed 
throughout his dioceses, returning peacefully 

to his residence in Xamsi monastery... 1. 


In 1247/48, the kat ‘ohikos Kostandin of Cilicia sent 
to Greater Armenia gifts and money for the embellishment 
of the monastery of St. T‘adeos, which was then elevated 
to a diocese, This rennovation work was entrusted to 


@ vardapet Yovsep’ and was expedited by the Mongols: 


And Yovsep’ went to a Tatar commander named 
Angurak noyin whose summer quarters were close 
by the tomb of the bleased apostle T‘adeos, And 
on his command, Yoveep’ blessed the church and 
held the pre-consecration ceremony, built a mon- 
astery and assembled many clerics in it. 

The Tatar man enlarged the roads on all sides 
{ao that] all pilgrims could come amongst his 
troops fearlesaly, He commanded strictly that 
no one wishing to come be harassed, and he humbled 
himself to them with love. And many of them came 
and baptized their sons and daughters, and many who 


1 

KG pp. 291-92: ",, .Etun nma pargews ew eltamiays, 21 mi’ 
Ok neesc’e zna, etun nwa motal tat ar ate nord or 
tareal arijec ‘oye’ zna yasxarhn AtYanic™ i vita wr, 2i 


yoloy Zamanakk” ein, or of na ew o§ ork” yaa kan gna, 
of°isxein Srjil ond viéakeals iwreanc yazags ariwnarbu 
ew gazanabaroy azgin tatkac’, nora srjeal ond vitak- 
ealsn darjaw andren xazazut‘eamb i tezi iwr, i vansn Xamsi", 
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were possessed by devils and were sick became 
healed, and the name of our Lord Jesus Christ 
Was glorified. 1. 


( 
To my knowledge, the implications of certain 


statements in the sources concerning the tax status of 
the Armenian churches have not been thoroughly understood. 
According to Step ‘annos Orbelean, prior to Smbat Orbelean's 
visit to the Far East in, 1252/83, the churches of Orbelean 
Siwnik’ were being taxed "bitterly"*, In Ménge-Khan's 


1 

a x DD: 311-12: "Ew Yougen a i sal ak & af zoraglux mi 
at‘arin, orum anun e = oroy iiawank 

Iwr yawuren gma: AGarearar toe er gerezman b 3 


atak eloyn 
7 adcosi, ox nora prauanaw 5 srbeal gekeiec jn ew nawakatis 
Katareal’ gineac Bineac™ ayanen ew poneeeas | pa kronawors bazune. 
Ew ayr Z gt ar t’ar endarjakeac’ zéanap: vanengyn koemanc 
anerkivt gat uxtakanac B end : ee nora, Borat re 
tueal sactrut caus gamd mi gok’ zzuel ew ashes, ot 
‘ gal, ew ink n girov xonarher af posa. baz 


noc ‘une’ ayin st aartein 24 sters zdus’ Zdusters jwre a on 
ew bazum aysahark wante biskein ee et nh. ew p afawor liner 
K*rietosi". 


anun team meroy ‘yisust 


2 
SO p. 154, 
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presence, Smbat complained about the harassment of the 


1 


churches”, and received from Méngke "a decree freeing 


all the churches of Armenia and the priests", a statement 
repeated twice’, With encouragement from Baiju's wife, 
Smbat rennovated Siwnik’'s religious seat Tat‘ew (then 

in a dilapidated condition)>. Kirakos and the History 

of K’art‘li very clearly state that as a result of emir 
Arghun's census of 1255, neither Church nor clergy 

was to be taxea‘, However, in 1257 when Hasan Jalal 
visited Batu-Khan in the North, he pointed out that Nerses, 
kat‘ozikos of Azbania still was being harassed. He was 


given a written order that such harassment should stop. 


1 
SO p. 155. 


80 p. 157: "Ew hraman eaf agate] samenayn ekeiec‘'is Hayoc’ 
ew ge ghana s"; SO >. 155: "Ew azateac sekerec ot, - 


ays Zziwroy isxsnut’eann ew amenayn aszarhis Hayoc’™. 
3 
SO p. 158, 


KG p. 3633 "This (enir] ee degignated what was proper 
{for tax collection] in all four Khanates, for-he was a 

just man, But as for monks, friars, and Church foundations, 
he did not place them under taxation, nor the 2zalan [tax] 
either, The same went for sheikhs and dervishes. He 

freed (from taxation} all those Believers called the Servants 
of God" (KC p, 2353 Mur. p, 108). 


KG p. 359: “...{Hasgn] also received a document guarenteeing 
freedom for lord Nerses » kat ‘okikos of Azbania, for all 
his properties and goods, that he be free and untaxed and 
allowed to travel freely everywhere in the dioceses under 
his authority, and that no one disobey what he said", 
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The fact that Hasan, subsequently "being harassed by 
tax-collectors and by ({emir] Arghun"*was obliged to 
visit the Far East to complain, demonstrates the crucial 
point, and is equally valid for the secular Hasan and 
the clerical Nerses, It was not enough simply to have 
written patents of authority or protection. The local 


. Mongol noyins did not always implement then. 


In the late 1270's according to the History of 
X‘art‘li, the twelve retreats of GaresJa, Georgia were 
taxed by the Mongols--even though under the administration 
of so loyal a Mongol supporter as Sadun Arcruni/Wahkanaberdeli*, 
In the early 1280's (and presumably before), more than 
150 Armenian monasteries within the Georgian state were 
being taxed, Consequently we must conclude that even 
before the Islamization of the Mongols, many Armenian 


Churches were taxed, 


1 ; 
KG p. 359: "Nezeal i harkapahanjac‘n ew yAr2unen**. 


KC p. 2723 Mur. p. 142, 


SO p. 173: "Thereafter Tarsayié (Orbelean] held the 
atabekate of the land of Armenia, and did many things to 
ghten({the lot of] the harassed Armenian people, Going 
to Tiflis he had brought forth the royal diwan and read 
all the names of the Armenian Monasteries, and such remained 
in the diwan as taxable ( nerk oF harki). So he had fetched 
the senior Ciknawpar of the archives and changed the 
dawt’ar, He removed the names of more than 150 monasteries, 
{from the tax-register] and burned the old [register] in 
the fire, Thus did he free all the churches"... 
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2. Armenian Clerical Presence at the Courts of the Khans 


William of Rubruck and Het‘um the Historian provide 
valuable information regarding Armenian clerics in Asia 
and about Armenian Christian influence on the Khans, 
Rubruck who travelled to the Far East during 1253-55 
found Armenian priests at virtually all the major 
stopping places, At the very start of his trip, in 
Constantinople he met and conversed with Armenian merchants 
and resident clerics’, At Sarai on the Volga river, 
the capital of the Northern Tatars, he encountered at 
the court of Sartakh-Khan (Batu's son) “Armenian priests 
who knew Turkish and Arabic" and were employed as trans- 
lators in addition to performing religious duties*, 
Armenian priests were serving as translators in Qara Qorun, 


Mongolia also as William subsequently discovered, 


In Qara Qorum, Rubruck came upon a small Armenian 


Chapel, Its colorful attendant was the "monk" Sargis. This 
a ee ee 
i 

WR p. xxxvii. 
2 

WR p. 105. 


3 
WR pp. 166, 205, 


impostor claimed that: 


eeehe had been a hermit in the country of 

Jerusalem, and that God had appeared to him three 
times, enjoining on him to go to the Prince of 
the Tartars,. But as he neglected going, God 
threatened him the third time, striking him down 
to the ground, and saying that he should die if 
he did not gos and that he should say to Méngke-- 
Khan that if he would become a Christian, all 

e world would come under his rule, and that 
the great Pope would obey him... 1, 


Sargis indeed was an Armenian, “gwarthy and lank"*, but 
not a priest; and, if a Christian, of a rather shamanistic 


sort’: 


»eebut he lied, for he had taken no Creligious) 
orders, and did not know a single letter, but was 
&@ cloth weaver, as I found out in his own country, 
which I went through on my way back. 4, 


Although William does not mention other Armenian clerics 


by names, he does alude to their presence, Thus, worried 


——— 
1 
WER p. 169, 
2 
WR p. 168, 
3 
WR pp. 193-96, 203-205, 207, 211, 218-19, 


4 
WR P. 193. 
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that the Pope's letters he was carrying may have been 


tampered with, he wrote: 


«eel feared that as those who had inter- 
preted your letters were Armenians from 
Greater Armenia--great haters of the Saracens 
--they had perhaps through hatred and for the 
discomfiture of the Saracens, gratuitously 
translated as had suited their fancy. i. 


Purthermore, Rubruck's comment that Armenian Easter 
was celebrated in Qara Qorum with a large clerical pro- 
cession to the Khan's residence, only makes sense if 


there were a sizeable number of Armenian clerics present’, 


While in Qara Qorum, William encountered an unnamed 
Armenian lordly petitioner to Méngke-Khan: 


A certain Armenian who had come with the 
monk had brought this said croas from Jerusalen, 
as he said, and it was of silver, weighing perhaps 
four marks, and had four gems in the angles and 
one in the center; and it did not have the image 
of the Savior, for the Armenians and Nestorians 
are ashamed to show the Christ fixed to the Cross. 
And they had presented it to Moéngke-Khan, and 
Méngke asked him what he wanted, Then he said 
he was the son of an Armenian priest, whose church 
had been destroyed by the Saracens, and he asked 
his help to restore this church. Then (Méngke] 
asked him with how much it could be rebuilt, and 
he said two hundred iascot--that is two thousand 
Marks, And he ordered that he should be given 
letters to him who receives the tribute in Persia 
and Greater Armenia, to pay him this sum of silver, 


LS Re SSSR? 


1 

WR p. 166, 
2 

WR p. 187. 


WR p.191. 


3. 
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In my opinion, the lord mentioned above probably was 
Smbat Orbelean, whose first trip to the Far East took 
place while Whilliam was in Qara Qorun. 


Het ‘um the Historian's History provides an account 
of Armenian Christian influence in the courts of various 
Mongol Khans, Evidently, some of his information is 
fanciful or perhaps even wishful thinking. However, the 
unmistakable import of his narration is that Armenian 
Christians enjoyed considerable influence with different 
Khans, Supposedly, when king Het‘um of Cilicia visited 
Méngke-Khan in the early 1250's: 


..-First he urged the Khan to convert to 
Christianity and to accept baptism together with 
his people; second, that eternal peace and 
friendship be established between Christians 
and Tatars; third, that it be possible to construct 
Christian churches in all of the Tatar countries 
and that the Armenians be freed from taxes and 
other burders; fourth, that the Holy Land and the 
Holy Sepulcher be wrested from the Turks and 
given to the Christians; fifth, that the Caliph 
in Baghdad, the head of the (Muslin] religion, 
be done away with,..When the Tatar Khan had 
Consulted with his princes and grandees, he 
replied to the king of Armenia: ‘I accept your 
requests, I shall accept baptiam and adopt the 
Christian religion and show concern that all 
my subjects do likewise... 1, 


‘ eer cereenetemnemnnemmmmemmnnnenemmememmmenmneemeeaennne ne 


° 


1 
Het‘um p, 45, 
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Chapter 24 of the History is entitled “Regarding the 
Baptism of Méngke-Khan” ; 


Now after Méngke had accepted the requests 
of the Armenian king with charitable munificence, 
he had himself baptised by the chancellor of the 
Armenian kingdom, who was a bishop. Whith him 
(were baptised] hia house and numerous other 
esteemed and grand men and women. 1, 


The Cilician king Kewon (like all the Cilician kings) 
is elevated in Het‘um's account to the position of defender 
of the Christians, When visiting Abaqa-Khan in Iran: 


ooethe king of Armenia beseeched him 
regarding freeing the Holy Land from the infidels. 
And Abaqa so promised, simultaneously advizing 
the Armenian king to send emissaries to the 
Pope and to the orthodox kings (regarding this 
matter]. 2. 
Thus we may conclude that an Armenian clerical presence 
existed at the courts of the Khans already by the early 
1250's, and probably earlier, It may have developed 
into a sizeable presence before the Islamization of 
the Mongols in the late l3-early 14th centuries, involving 
Clerics both from Greater Armenia and Cilicia, The 
influence of Christian Cilician kings with the Khans 
ended with Mongol Islamization. 
a CP rE en ee 
i 6 
Het um p. 46, 


Het‘um p, 57. 
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GLOSSARY 


Grand Chamberlain, 


: Commander-in-Chief of the 
Arny. 


“father-guardian", 


Arn./Iran, literally "free", 
designation for lesser gentry, 


"hero", 

"tax collector", 
Georg. "great one", high noble, 

envoy, ambassador, 
Georg. "duke", head of a province, 
Arn, "patrimony", a form of landhold, 
‘long. subordinate Khan, title of 
the Khan of Iran (ive., subordinate 
to the Great Khan), 
Hong, "demesne", a landhold directly 
tributary _to the Khan or members 
of the Khan's fanily, 


. poll-tax, originally on 
non-.iuslins, 


head of the Armenian Church, 
"imperial guard", 
land tax, 
“queen, princess, lady", 
"property, cattle tax", 


Georg, "High Marshall" of the 
Georgian Court, 


Arn, literally “of a great House", 
wealthy merchant, 


quriltai 
sahibedivan 


Sahna 


Georg. Treasurer of the Georgian 
Court, 


Arm, "noble*®, 
- "general, commander, official", 
. tablet of authority. 
. national assembly. 
. dinieter of Finance, 
"guards", 
a tax in kind. 
Arm. "lord of the House", 
Arm. "lord", secular and clerical, 
. 10,000 troops. , 
Arm, "House, clan, family", 
Arm, doctor of the Armenian Church, 
“decree, order, law", 
code of law, 


“pasturing grounds", 


